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Digests of Recent Opinions| 





ACTIONS—PARENT AND CHILD 
—A minor unemancipated child 
cannot sue his parent for dam- 
ages based on the parent’s al- 
leged negligence though the 
negligence was wilful or wanton 
and though the parent was in- 
sured. 


NEGLIGENCE — To establish wil- 
ful or wanton injury or negli- 
gence recklessness must be 
shown. 


—Held, showing that before start- 
ing trip bome from shore de- 
fendant realized he was sleepy 
and although then cautioned 
by his wife not to drive, elected 
to do so, is insufficient as mat- 
ter of law to establish wanton 
or wilful negligence. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Price, S. J. A. D. rendered Dec. 
30, 1960. Appellate Div. Notare x. 
Notare. For appellant—Sam Weiss 
Jack I. Doppelt, atty). For re- 
spondent—Edward C. Hillis (Mar- 
‘ey, Winkelreid & Hillis). 


Plaintiff appeals from a sum- 
mary judgment for defendant. 
The issues are whether a minor 
unemancipated child can sue its 
parent for injuries sustained as 
a result of the parent’s wilful and 
wanton negligence where the par- 
ent has liability insurance cover- 
ing his act, and whether on the 
stipulated facts the parent’s con- 
duct constituted wilful and wan- 
ton negligence. The stipulated 
facts are: “Defendant (the 
tather) had admitted prior to 
driving from the seashore to home 
nat he felt extremely tired and 
sleepy. He was cautioned by his 
wife not to drive under these 
circumstances, but insisted that 
tne family get into the car and 
that they start for home. While 
driving he fell asleep behind the 
wheel, crossed over into the wrong 
ane of traffic and caused a vio- 
ent collision. 

_ Held: It is settled law in New 
Jersey that a minor unemancipat- 
ed child may not sue his parent 

n tort for damages based on the 
parent’s alleged negligence. The 
supreme Court specifically reit- 
this principle in the re- 
t case of Hastings v. Hastings, 
cases involving simple negli- 
gence, regardless of whether the 
“nt was insured. The princi- 
2€s enunciated in the Hastings 
and prior cases appear to be 
ally applicable here, though 
ul and wanton negligence is 
erted, and are binding on this 
our. If any other or differen 
“ue is to be pronounced, it must 

y the Supreme Court or the 
slature. The decisions bar the 
ic ined, here sought to be main- 


maALOQ 


















iff relies constitute simple 
ence only and the case 
efore falls directly within the 
ing in Hastings. As a matter 
7, no justification exists 
terizing 


for 


defendants con- 
t aS wilful or wanton. To es- 
0lish wilful or wanton injury 


“is necessary to show that one 


0% “th knowledge of existing con- 


ions, and conscious therefrom 
injury will likely or probably 
t from his conduct, and with 
ss indifference to the con- 
nees, intentionally does some 
neful act or omits some duty 
rast) produces the injury. The 

— asis is on the reckless in- 
—_ nana to consequences. 

‘ne cases relied on by plaintiff 
“ holding that one who drives 
: ‘er knowing he is sleepy and 
io falls asleep while driving is 

y of gross negligence are not 
:Sposite. In each of them there 
a showing of - recklessness 
mpletely absent here. In the 
“stant case there is no proof 


Nnh 
+L 


Vas 
as 


that defendant had already driv- 
en a long distance, or that he was 
driving at high speed, or erratic- 
ally, or while driving was warned 
against continuing, or that he 
felt drowsiness overtaking him, 
or that he was under any pressure 
to arrive at his destination at a 
definite hour. It cannot be said 
that falling asleep is always evi- 
dence of gross negligence. All 
that is presented is that prior to 
starting the trip defendant real- 
ized he was sleepy, and although 
then cautioned by his wife, elected 
to drive. 
Judgment for defendant. 


Fiduciary Surety Bond 
Requirements Reduced 
By Passaic Surrogate 


Passaic County Surrogate Car- 
roll J. Stark has directed his staff 
to lower all Fiduciary Surety Bond 
requirements beginning January 
lst, 1961. 

For many years it has been the 
custom and practice in the Sur- 
rogate’s Court of Passaic County 
to request all Surety Bonds to be 
one and one-half (1%) times the 
value of all of the personal as- 
sets in an estate. Thus a $20,000.00 
estate would require a $30,000.00 
Surety Bond, at an annual ex- 
pense of $160.00 per annum, 
chargeable against the estate. 

The statute provides that be- 
fore the Surrogate can appoint a 
General Administrator, Adminis- 
trator with the Will Annexed, 
Substituted Administrator, Guar- 
dian for a minor or incompetent, 
etc., a bond with sufficient sure- 
ties approved by the Court must 
pe filed. 

The Surrogate has announced 
hat in the public interest, and to 
make the ground rules more real- 
istic, equitable and modern, all 
future Fiduciary Surety Bonds 
will be lowered to an amount 
equal to and in the same amount 
as the value of the personal as- 
sets in an estate, instead of as 
heretofore. Thus, a $20,000.00 es- 
tate will only require a $20,000.00 
Surety Bond, at a saving of $50.00 
premium expense per annum. 


P.U.C. Board Issues 
Revised Rules Of 
Practice 


The New Jersey Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners has issued 
a revision of the Board’s Rules of 
Practice, Administrative Orders 
and Suggested Procedures, to be 
effective January 30, 1961. 

The revision consists of 86 
amended pages for insertion in 
present copies of the Rules, Or- 
ders and Procedures. Copies may 
be obtained from the Secretary 
of the Board at a charge of $3 
plus 27c in stamps. 

This revision amends in several 
respects the previous Rules, Or- 
ders and Procedures of the Board 
which have been in effect since 
January 1, 1959 and which gov- 
ern Practice and Procedure, as 
well as other regulatory and ad- 
ministrative functions of the 
Board. The revision was the re- 
sult of a study ordered by the 
Board on September 28, 1960 with 
the participation of industry re- 

resentatives, members of the 
Bar and other interested persons. 
Comments and suggestions were 
received in great volume and 
played a distinct part in the 
formulation of the final revision. 

After a public hearing on No- 
vember 14, and further study by 
the staff of the Board, the re- 
vision was adopted on December 
16, 1960. 


Revision of Workmen' Ss | 


Compensation Rules 


At its meeting of December 
17, 1960, the Workmen’s Com- | 
pensation Board approved a} 
tentative revision of the rules 
governing formal procedure in 
the Division of Workmen’s 
Compensation. Interested par- 
ties may obtain a copy of the 
revision at any office of the 
Division or by writing to the 
Central Office, 29 East Front 
St., Trenton. 

Comments on the rules are 
invited and should be submit- 
ted to the above address not 
later than February 1, 1961. | 
After consideration of the, 
comments, the revision will be} 
promulgated in final form. 


Thomas L. Franklin | | 


Acting Director 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


Dec. 27, 1960 to Jan. 2, 1961 


NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed | 
below are sent to each county law | 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 


Appeals—None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted—None 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Grant Lunch Corp. v. Newark Bd. 
of Alcoh. Bey. Cont. (A-505-58, 
decided Dec. 27, 1960) 
Affirmed order and determina- 


tion of State Director of Div. of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control sus- 
taining action of city’s A.B.C. 
board which had found appel- 
lant guilty of selling and serving 
beer to person “actually or ap- 
parently” intoxicated and had 
suspended its reta all a license 
for 20 days. Afte earings be- 
fore local board and before the 
hearer for the Director on appeal, 


App. Div. had remanded to hearer 


to allow appellant to see reports, 
which had been filed concerning 
the incident by three investigators 








which appellant had been denied 
the right to see, poet to cross-ex- 
amine the agents on the basis 
thereof. But appellant did not so 
cross-examine the agents and the 
hearer did not abuse his discre- 
tion in denying extensive cross- 
examination on other matters. 
Rejected appellant’s argument 
that remand to city board for re- 
trial was necessary. Also held 
that findings d ynclusions 
formulated in the Div were ade- 
quate since by unmis akable im- 
plication, if not substantially ex- 
pressly, the Div. had found the 
purchaser had shov yvenly ap- 
pearance, bloodshot eyes, inco- 
herent speech, etc, sup- 
ported a conclusion of actual or 


apparent intoxication. 
In re Unauthorized Crossing — 


Erie R.R. Co. v. Bd. of Pub. Util. 
Comm’rs (A-741-59, decided Dec. 
23, 1960) 

Affirmed orders of Bd. of Pub. 
Util. Comm’rs directing appellant 
R.R. to furnish Paige 
protection with auto » flash- 
ing light warning signals. It 
was within board’s jurisdiction 
to determine that street involved 
is a “public ce where it in- 
tersects the R.R. tracks and that 
the crossing is a * ‘Public cross- 
ing” within purview of R Ss. 48 :2- 


29 which authorizes hosed to or- 
der RR. to install protective de- 
vices, and such finding does not 
constitute adjudication of prop- 
erty rights. Board could also have 
issued such order under its gen- 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 


Survey Shows Doctors 
Concerned Over 
Malpractice Suits 


Suit Fear Has Effect on 
Physicians’ Practice 


A recently completed survey by | 


the Boston University Law- 
Medicine Research Institute has 
revealed that the concern of 
| Massachusetts’ physicians over 
the possibility of malpractice suits 
has affected their practice of 
medicine, according to an an- 
nouncement by Prof. William J. 
Curran of Waban, director of the 
institute. 

The physicians, in responding to 
|a questionaire, detailed concrete 
ways in which their medical prac- 
| tice has been modified. 

For example, many physicians 
| reported an increasing reluctance 
to accept certain types of patients 
| for treatment because of the pro- 
| pensity of these patients to in- 
| stigate malpractice suits. The 
| patient types are: those known to 
| have previously sued doctors; 
| those who “shop” around from 
| doctor to doctor; alcoholics; bad 


|credit risks; and patients who 
are “suit prone” in other connec- 
tions. 


Another effect of the concern 
over increased malpractice claims 
has been to cause some general 
practitioners to limit the scope 
of their medical practice. Many 
G.P.’s reported that they no long- 
er attempt minor surgery (or 
otherwise assist in surgery) 
handle their own x-ray work or 


newer drugs and prefer instead 
to use older, more accepted drugs, 
even though in some cases these 
drugs may be considered less ef- 
fective. 


A third effect on medical prac- 
tice has been to force doctors to 
adopt certain procedures as 


surveyed mentioned the increased 
alyses. The reason: 


case he is sued. Another practice 


der to have a specialist’s opinion 
in case the G.P. is sued. One phy- 
sician stated he used consultation 
in all cases where the end result 
was apt to be poor (even though a 
poor outcome of treatment is not 
a sufficient basis for a malprac- 





using these procedures is an in- 
|Crease in the 
treatment to the patient. 


Another clear effect of the 
physician’s concern over malprac- 
tice is his increased insistence on 
putting things in writing, just 
“for the record”. Examples are: 
operating permits; consent forms 
for treating minors; autopsy per- 
mits; appointment cards; written 
prescriptions instead of phone 
cals to the druggist; detailed 
case histories and treatment rec- 
ords; and special care in keeping 
extensive records on uncoopera- 
tive patients. 

Many doctors, realizing that 
well-informed, satisfied patients 
seldom sue, are endeavoring to 
explain fully the patient’s illness 
and its method of treatment to 
the patient and his family. Some 
doctors believe the implications 
and possible consequences of po- 
tentially dangerous types of treat- 
ment should be ¢garefully spelled 
out to the patient. As one doctor 
summed it up, “I take care in 
what I do, what I say, and how I 
say it.” 

The Institute’s questionaire sur- 
vey sampled ten per cent of the 
general practitioners and special- 
ists in each of the speciality fields 


who practice medicine in Massa- | — 


chusetts. 


Or | 


fracture cases. Others avoid using | 


standard practices. The physicians | 
use Of x-rays and laboratory an- | 
to have a| 
tangible record for the doctor in| 


on the increase is the use of con- | 
sultations with specialists, in or- | 


tice suit). The effect of routinely | 


cost of medical | 


| Committees Working 


On Revision Of 
Federal Rules 





| Suggestions and Comments From 
Members of Bar Invited 


Senior United States Circuit 
Judge Albert B. Maris, Chairman 
of the standing Committee on 
Rules of Practice and Procedure 
|of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States, has advised Chief 
Justice Earl Warren that all five 
of the Advisory Committees on 
Federal Rules of Practice and Pro- 
cedure are in full operation. “The 
time has now come,” Judge Maris 
advised the Chief Justice, “for 
the bench and bar to cooperate 
in our review of the Federal rules 
by giving the Advisory Commit- 
tees the experience and views of 
the practicing lawyer, the judge, 
and the law teacher, and by mak- 
ing concrete recommendations for 
improvements.” 

The Committees, composed of 
nationally-recognized judges, law- 
yers, and legal scholars, were ap- 
pointed during the last year by 
Chief Justice Warren pursuant 
to the Act of July 11, 1958 [P.L. 
85-513, 72 Stat. 356], authorizing 
the Judicial Conference of the 
United States, of which the Chief 
Justice is Chairman, to make a 
continuous study of the Federal 
rules. 


The Committees, the Commit- 
tee Chairmen, and the Reporters 
are: 

Standing Committee on Rules 
of Practice and Procedure—Judge 
| Albert B. Maris, Chairman. 

Advisory Committee on Civil 
Rules—Former Secretary of State 
Dean Acheson, Chairman; Pro- 
fessor Benjamin Kaplan, Reporter. 

Advisory Committee on Crim- 
inal Rules—Judge John C. Pickett, 
Chairman; Professor Edward L. 
Barrett, Jr., Reporter. 

Advisory Committee on Ad- 
miralty Rules—Judge Walter L. 
Pope, Chairman; Professor Brain- 
erd Currie, Reporter. 

Advisory Committee on Gen- 
eral Orders in Bankruptcy—Judge 
Phillip Forman, Chairman; Pro- 
fessor Frank R. Kennedy, Report- 
er. 

Advisory Committee on Appel- 





late Rules—Judge E. Barrett 
Prettyman, Chairman. 
Headquarters Secretariat for 


the rules study will be in the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the United 
States Courts, Supreme Court 
Building, Washington, D. C., un- 
der the direction of Warren Olney 
III, Director. Aubrey Gasque, As- 
|sistant Director of the Adminis- 
trative Office, is serving as Secre- 
tary for the standing Committee 
and its Advisory Committees. 

“Tf the careful work which you 
have put into the establishment 
of these continuing committees 
is followed by full cooperation and 
informed comment from the bar,” 
Judge Maris told the Chief Jus- 
tice, “the program should ensure 
that the Federal Rules will con- 
tinue to be a model system of 
modern procedure for the prompt, 
efficient and just conduct of liti- 
gation.” 

“The committees are taking 
their work seriously, and they 
recognize that changes in the 
Federal rules will have a signific- 
ance far beyond their impact upon 
those lawyers whose practice is 
principally in the Federal courts. 
The amendments ultimately 
adopted by the Supreme Court 
are likely to be considered ser- 
iously by the many states which 
have emulated the Federal prac- 
tice, and which may well wish to 
incorporate such improved pro- 
visions in their state rules. The 
amendments will also be signific- 
ant to states which are currently 
considering the adoption of the 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


MASTER & SERVANT — IN- 
DEMNIFICATION — The rule 
that an employer is not liable 
for contribution as a joint tort- 
feasor for his employee’s in- 
juries does not bar liability for 
indemnification for damages 
paid for such injuries. 

—Employer may be liable for in- 
demnification to third party for | 
employee’s injuries though in- | 
direct effect is to extend his 
liability beyond 
Compensation Act. 

—While generally employee is not | 
entitled to indemnification | 
from employer for injuries to 
others resulting from his own 
negligence, he is entitled to 
indemnification where he acted 
in good faith, without know- 
ledge of the tortious character 
of the act, and it was ordered 
and directed by his employer. 

—In proper case employee may 
have indemnification from em- 
Ployer for injuries caused to 
co-employee. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kilkenny, J. A. D. rendered De- 
cember 28, 1960. Appellate Div. 
Hagen v. Koerner v. Hegarty. 
For appellant — Lester Sandles 
(Sandles & Sandles, attys). For 
respondent — Thomas E. Durkin, 
Jr. (Gregory J. Castano on the 
brief). 

Decedent allegedly died of elec- 
trocution while in the employ of 
respondent. His executrix sued 
appellant Koerner, a co-employee, 
and nine other defendants, in 
negligence for the wrongful death 
of her husband. Koerner, by leave 
of court, filed a third party com- 
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plaint against the employer, Heg- 
arty, in which he denied any neg- 
ligence and then claims that 
should he be held liable to plain- 
tiff executrix he is entitled to 
indemnity from Hegarty for all 
such liability as he was acting 
as an employee of Hegarty “pur- 
suant to specific instructions by 
servants and agents of said Heg- 
arty and in obedience to said in- 


| struction and directions”. 


On Hegarty’s motion on the 
pleadings made under R.R. 4:12- 
3, the trial court ordered the 
third party complaint dismissed 
with prejudice. Hegarty relied on 
the law as stated in Farren v. 
N. J. Turnpike Authority. The 
trial court held that the action 
was brought for negligence 
against Koerner and others, that 
plaintiff could not bring a negli- 
gence action against decedent’s 
employer, Hegarty, directly 
Hegarty’s only liability was under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
and that therefore the third party 
complaint could not stand. 

Held: It is true that so far as 
the injured employee is concerned, 
the exclusive remedy is under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
But the exclusiveness of that rem- 
edy in actions brought on behalf 
of the injured employee coes not 
preclude others from bringing a 
common law action against the 
employer on proper grounds. The 
exclusiveness of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act does not apply 
to a person suing in his own right 
at least when the right arises 
from the breach of an independ- 
ent duty to the person suing. 

The rule of Farren v. N. J. 
Turnpike is that a third party 
tortfeasor cannot obtain contrib- 
ution from the injured plaintiff’s 
employer as a joint tortfeasor. 
The rationale of that decision is 
that an employer cannot be a 
joint tortfeasor as he is not lia- 
ble in tort to his employee. That 
decision, however, is inapplicable 
here because the third party com- 
plaint seeks indemnification by 
reason of agency relationship and 
not contribution against a joint 
tortfeasor. It is established that 
an employer may be liable in- 
directly for damages recovered by 
an injured employee on princi- 
ples of express or implied indemn- 
ification. If an employer can be 
held liable for damages recover- 
able by his employee from a third 
party where he has made himself 
liable by his contract of indemn- 
ity with that third party, there 
is no logical reason why he can- 
not be made to answer to his em- 
ployee for damages assessed 
against the employee by another 
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indemnify the employee therefor 
arises by operation of law. 

The general rule of agency is 
that an employer cannot be com- 
pelled to reimburse an employee 
for damages the employee may 
be obliged to pay because of per- 
|sonal injuries to others resulting 
from his own negligence—from 
his own failure to exercise rea- 
sonable care. But an exception 
exists where the employee is com- 
pelled to pay for doing something 
in good faith, without knowledge 
of its tortious character, and not 
illegal, which he was ordered and 
directed to do by his employer. 
In such case the law implies a 
promise of indemnity from the 
employer to the employee. Though 
there is no case in New Jersey so 
holding, this is sound and just 
law. 

The third party complaint 
pleads such a cause of action for 
indemnification and should not 
have been dismissed merely on the 
pleadings as they stand. 

Reversed and third party com- 
plaint reinstated. 





CONTRACTS — NOVATION 
Held, on facts, plaintiff agreed 
to take modified promise of 
third party in substitution for 
original promise of defendant, 
and this constituted both a no- 
vation and accord and satisfac- 
tion discharging defendant. 

—Several writings forming essen- 
tially a_ single transaction 
should be construed together 
even when the parties are not 
the same, if the instruments 
were known to all the parties. 


—Where a creditor by a contract 
with a third person agrees to 
the immediate discharge of the 
original debtor in considera- 
tion of a promise by the third 
person, or agrees to a substitu- 
tion of a duty assumed by a 
third person for the duty of the 
debtor, there is a novation dis- 
charging the original debtor. 

—Assent by the original debtor to 
his discharge is not a requisite 
of novation. 

ACCORD AND SATISFACTION — 
An accord may be an agreement 
between a claimant and a third 
person and performance by such 
third person received in satis- 
faction of the claim operates as 
a discharge of the obligor. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Conford, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 

28, 1960. Appellate Div. Mayfair v. 

Kruvant. For appellant — Walter 

D. Van Riper and William A. 

Wachenfeld (Van Riper and Bel- 

mont, attys). For respondent — 

Jerome C. Eisenberg (Hannoch, 

Weinstein, Myers and _ Stern, 

attys). 

Plaintiff sued to recover $79,000 
allegedly due from defendant as 
the unpaid balance on a sale of 
real estate. The defenses were 
discharge by novation and by ac- 
cord and satisfaction. The case 
was submitted entirely on the 
documentary evidence and stipu- 
lation of facts. The trial court 
found for defendant on the 
| ground there had been a nova- 
| tion and plaintiff appeals. 
| In Oct. 1955 plaintiff and de- 
fendant entered into an agree- 
ment for sale of the land to de- 
|fendant for $158,000 payable 





| $79,000, in part by deposit and bal- | 
ance at closing on Jan. 2, 1956, | 


and the remaining $79,000 if and 
only in the event that within 3 
years the zoning requirements on 
the land were changed to any 
| classification other than that the 


-| residential zone then applicable. 


|It was further agreed that plain- 


| tiff’s attorneys should at defend- | 


ant’s expense continue efforts to 
secure such zoning change. 


to all terms and conditions there- 
in stated”. The officers and di- 
rectors of plaintiff and of Empire 
are identical. On Dec. 30, 1955 title 
was closed between plaintiff and 


On Dec. 29, and 30, 1955 de- | 
fendant assigned its interest in| 
the contract to Empire, “subject | 


/under said agreements have been 
| performed by the parties except 
| the following obligations of the 
|}undersigned, which obligations 
lthe undersigned acknowledges 
and declares have survived and 
do survive the delivery of said 
| deeds, viz.” and then went on to 
| provide for payment of $79,000 to 
| plaintiff if the zoning on the 
property were changed within 3 
years to permit use thereof for 
| purposes then permitted in zones 
|R-G, R-M, BI, I-2 and N-RS. 
This was signed by the officers 
of Empire and “accepted and ap- 
proved” by the officers of plain- 
tiff. The closing statement bore 
a notation that the additional 
$79,000 was to paid “if the condi- 
tions of the continuing agree- 
ment which was this day executed 
between the parties hereto are 
accomplished.” 

The property was on Dec. 18, 
1956 rezoned into a DLB-2 zone 
but was never placed in a zone 


lowed in the zones specified in 
the letter of Dec. 30, 1955. Plaintiff 
contends this change makes de- 
fendant liable for the $79,000 un- 
der the agreement of Oct. 1955, 
unaffected by what transpired be- 
tween plaintiff and Empire. 
Held: The court finds the facts 
to be that at or about the time 
of closing plaintiff, defendant and 
Empire all agreed that title would 
close with Empire as vendee, ra- 
ther than defendant, that Empire 
would pay the $63,500 then due 
on the first $79,000, and Empire 
would pay the other $79,000 on 
condition, the condition being 
changed however from alteration 
of zoning status to the alteration 
specified in the letter agreement. 
All the parties agreed that the 
condition in the agreement of 
Oct. 1955 was superseded by the 
new arrangement and from the 
surrounding circumstances it is 
also concluded that Empire was 


the obligor and defendant intend- 
ed to release from its now obso- 
lete original liability. The recital 
that “all obligations . . have 


gation of Empire as specified in 
the letter is of probative signific- 
ance in this regard. Of overriding 


that several writings forming es- 
sentialy a single transaction 
should be construed together, 
even when the parties are not 
the same, if the several instru- 
ments were Known to all 
parties. 

The rules of novation applic- 


ment of the Law Contracts, Secs. 
427 and 428. Sec. 427 states that 
where a creditor by a contract 
with a third person agrees to the 


when an implied agreement to, which stated that “all obligations 


immediate discharge of the orig- 
inal debtor in consideration of « 
promise by the third person tc 
perform the debtor’s obligation o: 
some other performance, there i: 
a novation discharging the orig- 
inal debtor and giving the cred- 
itor a new right. Sec. 428 state: 
that where a third person con- 
tracts with a debtor to assume 
as an immediate substitution for 
the debtor’s duty, a duty to the 
creditor and the creditor agree 
either with the debtor or the 
third person to such substitution 
there is a novation. 

Thus, insofar as the conditiona: 
$79,000 obligation was concerned 
there was a novation by the un- 
derstanding of the parties tha: 
Empire undertook the new obli- 
gation and defendant was dis- 
charged from the old. The fact 


|that the Empire’s obligation wa: 


different is of no consequence. Ar. 
intention to discharge the form- 
er debtor in the course of a nova- 


|tion meed not be shown by ex- 


ermitting any of the uses al-| 
o 





ress words but may be implied 
from the facts and circumstances 

Plaintiffs argument that there 
could be no novation without de- 
fendant’s assent and that there 
was no evidence thereof is insup- 
portable in fact and law. The 
officers acting were the officers 
of both Empire and defendant 
and it would be unrealistic to say 
they did not at least impliedly 
assent to the beneficial discharge 
of defendant. And, both reason 
and authority support the con- 
cept that assent by the origina! 
debtor to his discharge is not 4 
requisite to novation. A debtor 
can be discharged without his 
knowledge or consent. In a nova- 
tion where the creditor discharg- 
es the original debtor, the latter 
is the donee beneficiary of the 
transaction and the discharge 


| Stands unless the debtor choses 


being substituted for defendant as | 


not to take advantage of it. 
Actually, the facts in their en- 

tirety show an accord and satis- 

faction. The original agreement 


‘between plaintiff and defendant 
|}was consumated by delivery oi 


been performed” except the obli- | 


relevance here is the principle | 


the deeds, payment of what wa: 
then due under the agreement 
and entry into the new under- 
taking by Empire. An accord may 
be an agreement between 

claimant and a third person who 
is not the obligor; and a perform- 
ance by such third person receivec 


|by the claimant in satisfaction oi 


the | 


able here are stated in Restate- | 


the claim operates as a discharge 
of the obligor. The court will not 
measure the value of the substi- 
tuted performance so long as it 
was agreed to constitute discharge 
of the original obligation. 

Defendant’s original obligation 
was discharged under the theorie: 
of both novation and accord and 
satisfaction. 

Affirmed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





DAMAGES — TRESPASS — Puni- 
tive damages are recoverable 
for a wilful and wanton disre- 
gard of another’s rights, or for 
a malicious trespass or other 
wrong. 

—To sustain an award of punitive 
damages for a trespass to realty 
either actual malice or an act 
accompanied by a wanton and 
wilful disregard of the owner’s 
rights must be established. 

—While a trespass committed by 
mistake will not justify an 
award of punitive damages, it 
may be aggravated by subse- 
quent conduct demonstrating a 
wilful and wanton disregard of 
the owner’s rights warranting 
punitive damages. 

—Held, on facts, surveyor who 
erroneously staked boundary 
line and then stubbornly re- 
fused to check and correct his 
error, is liable for punitive 
damages for trespass caused by 
erection of fence on the staked 
line but contractor who erected 
fence and owner who ordered 
same not so liable. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kilkenny, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 
30, 1960. Appellate Div. La Bruno 
v. Lawrence et als. For appel- 
lants — Roger H. McGlynn (Mc- 
Glynn, Stein & McGlynn, attys). 
For respondents — Warren Brody 
(Winetsky and Brody, attys). 

Plaintiffs sued for trespass to 

pir property resulting from the 
wrongful erection of a fence 
thereon. The jury awarded plain- 
tiffs $900 as compensatory dam- 

ages against all defendants; $300 
punitive damages against their 
neighbors, the Smiths, who or- 
dered the fence erected; $1,000 
punitive damages against Cohill, 
the contractor who erected the 
and $3,000 punitive dam- 
ages against Lawrence, the sur- 
veyor whose erroneous staking of 
the boundary line between the 
sm. h and La Bruno property 


fence; 









to the Smith’s advising them of |} 
the error and requesting them 
to call on the surveyor to explain 
the matter. The Smith’s informed 
Lawrence of the letter and also 
engaged their own 
About two or three weeks later, 
after consultation with their at- 
torney, they told Cohill to erect 
fence along the line staked 
out by Lawrence. In so doing, 
tiffs flower bed, walk and 
atio were damaged. Meanwhile, 
La Bruno had hired another sur- 
yeyor who pointed out the error 

Lawrence. Thereupon the 











fence was removed by Cohill and 
reconstructed within the Smith 
property line. La Bruno testified 
that when he had put to Law- 


rence that he had to be wrong on 
one time or the other, he said “T’ll 
cross that bridge when I come 
to it.” 

The complaint alleged that de- 
fendants “intentionally, 
and therefore maliciously 
recklessly and wantonly” 
ted a trespass in entering upon 
and constructing the fence on 
plaintiff’s property. 

Held: The concept of punitive 
damages for a wilful and wanton 
disregard of another’s rights, or 
for a malicious trespass or other 
wrong has long been established 
in our law. The cases indicate that 
one of two factors must be pres- 
ent before punitive damages can 
be awarded for trespass to real 
property, viz (1) actual malice, 

nothing more or less 


and also 


which is 
than intentional wrongdoing, or 
(2) an act accompanied by a wan- 
ton and wilful disregard of the 
rights of another. Clearly, each 
cas€ must be governed by its own 
peculiar facts. 

As to Lawrence, his initial mis- 
take in staking started the chain 
of causation resulting in the dam- 
age. He committed a trespass and 

his mistake or negligence is no 
defense to a trespass, but would 


no showing of ac 


|particular act. 
attorney. | 


| wanton manner. 


wilfully | 


commit- 


} 


tual malice, and 
a general lack of friendship for | 
pote neighbor cannot, 


reference to a| 
The evil intent | 
must concur with the wrongful | 
act to spell out a malicious tort. 
Nor did they act in a wilful and 
They sought and 
relied on proper professional ad- 
vice before entering on the project 


of malice with 


and before ordering the fence 
erected. 

Affirmd as to compensatory 
damages against defendants 
and as to punitive damages 


but reversed as 
against Cohill 


against Lawrence 
to such damages 
and the Smiths. 


MUNICIPAL LAW CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL LAW Art VIII 
Sec. III, Par 3 of the Constitu- 
tion prohibits donations by the 
State, County or Municipality 
to railroads or other private} 
corporations but does not pro- 
hibit appropriations for a public 
purpose. 

—The purpose of veteran’s or- 
ganizations is patriotic and 
therefore public. 

—N. J. S. 40:60-40.1 authorizing | 
municipalities to sell unneeded | 
lands to veterans’ organizations | 
for such consideration as they | 
shall deem advisable, and a sale 
thereunder for a nominal con- 
sideration, do not violate Art. 
VII, Sec. III, Par. 3 of the Con- 
stitution. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Feller, J. C. C. rendered Dec. 28, 
1960. Superior Court, Law Div. 
Hill v. Summit, et al. For plain- 
tiffs—Bourne, Schmid, Burke & 


Noll and Griffin & Kirby. For de- 
fendants — Peter C. Triolo and 
Jacob R. Mantel. Amicus Curiae 
—Thomas F. Rhodes, J. and John 
Tomasin. 

Plaintiffs instituted this action 


in lieu of prerogative writ to have 















































































caused the fence to be erected on not itself justify an award of|declared void resolution and 
the La Bruno property. Defend- punitive damages. Such a mistake| deed by the City of Summit 
ants appeal from the award of of one foot in the boundary line| transferring to Summit Post 138 
unitive damages. does not here, per se, bespeak|American Legion certain lands 
About July 1958, the Smiths wilful and wanton disregard of |Owned by the City. The resolu- 
cided to erect a fence on t the rights of another. However,| tion recited that the lands were 
sonia line between their|/he aggravated his original tres-}nmot needed for municipal pur- 
property and La Bruno’s property, pa y mistake, by his stubborn poses, that the pr oe should 
and retained Laurence, who ha id refusal to examine his own prior | revert back to the City if not used 
made the original survey of both Survey and to correct his error. | /0r Legion purpose: d that the 
parcels, to stake out the line Tt 1e jury could properly find, as| transfer should be made for $10. 
Lawrence did so, placing one they did, that his overall conduct | The deed contained similar provi- | 
stake in the middle of plaintiff's I attitude was a wilful and|sions. The property has been ap- 
flower bed. On learning thereof, wanton disregard of plaintiff’s|praised at $9,000. The transfer | 
La Bruno took measurements and property rights and a proper basis|was purportedly made pursuant | 
compared them with his original for punitive damages. to N. J. S. 40:60-40.1. No notice | 
survey. This revealed that the As to Cohill, there was no just-| was given the public before or'| 
stakes were one foot over on his ification for an award of punitive | after the transfer. Praintitts move | 
property. He immediately inform- damages. While he took the risk|for summary judgment contend- 
ed Smith of the error. Smith re- Of going ahead with the work on|ing that RS. 40: 60-40.1 and 
fused to look at La Bruno’s sur- | the assurances of the Smiths, and| the transfer are invalid and un- |} 
vey but said he would not erect thereby became liable with the | constitutional as in violation of | 
the fence until La Bruno had others in trespass for compensa-|Art VIII, Sec. III, Pa 3 of the 
checked with Lawrence. The next tory damages, his conduct was |New Jersey Constitut ion 
day La Bruno went to Lawrence. not malicious or wilful or wanton} Held: N. J. S. 40:60-40.1 pro- | 
rence disputed La Bruno’s| under the circumstances. |vides that when the governing 
claim but refused to check his, As to the Smiths, while there|pbody of a municipality shall de- 
wn — survey. La Bruno then | was evidence of some measure of|termine that any land is not 
retained an attorney Who ' wrote} prior unfriendliness, there was {needed for municipal purposes it 
- SS ae hee Pe |may authorize sale and convey- 
lance thereof to any nationally 

chartered veterans’ organization 

— = 1 |for such consideration ‘and on 

TITLE IN sUR ANCE |such terms as such body shall 

a a Mae deem advisable, provided that 

such lands or building be used 

THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY only for the purpose of the or-| 
|ganization and if no longer so} 
| used to revert to the municipality. 

Art VIII, Section III, Par. 3 of | 

ithe Constitution provides that no 

donation of land or appropriation 

* * * * of money shall be made by the 

state, county or municipality to 

lor for the use of any society or 

corporation. The contention is 

| that the statute, and the transfer | 

here, violates this constitutional | 

| prohibition. | 

In determining the constitu- 

+ y ’ |tionality of a statute there are 

NEW JERSEY REALTY |fundamental controlling princi- 


TITLE INSURANCE CO. 
NEWARK 
TRENTON + HACKENSACK 
NEW BRUNSWICK - FREEHOLD 














{ples including that a State Con- 
| stitution is not a ~t but a 
llimitation of legislati power; 
| that a legislative enactment is 
jnot to be declared unconstitu- 
|tional unless its repugnancy to 
| the constitution is so manifest as 


'doubt, and that a statute must | 


be judged on its effect as a whole 


without | and Sueh. construction given it, | 
more, be translated into a finding | if possible, as will not render it | 


| unconstitutional. 

Historically the constitutional 
provision here invoked was adop- 
ted to prohibit grants to railroads 
and other private interests. The 
basic test as to whether it is 
violated is whether the municipal 
action under attack may fairly be 
characterized as a public one. 

The statute here does not pro- 
vide for a donation of land but 
for a sale for such consideration 
as the municipality shall deem 
advisable with the property to 
revert if no longer used for the| 
purposes authorized. The fulflll- | 


ment of a public purpose is ade- | 
quate consideration to sustain a/| 
|state donation and it is not es- 


sential that the consideration 
meet the test of adequate con- 
Sideration in the strict contract 


| sense. 


While there has been no prior | 
judicial interpretation of 


tional provision with reference to 
veterans’ organizations, and such 
organizations have been held to 
be engaged in public activities 
in other jurisdictions. 

It is the opinion of this 
Court that the statute does not 


violate the constitution as it au- | 
|thorizes the conveyance to vet- 
| erans’ 


organizations to be used 
for organization purposes only, 
which purpose is patriotic and 
therefore public. 

The fact that no notice was 
given before the sale is immater- 
ial as the statute does not require 
such notice nor is there any pro- 
vision therein making it subject 
to N. J. S. 40:60-26, relied on by 
plaintiffs. There is no constitu- 
tional provision which prohibits 
municipalities from making sales 
without public notice. 

Motion denied. 


Announcements 


the | 
| statute here involved, there have | 
|been a number of definite and | 
positive legislative and executive | 
|interpretations of this constitu- 





Harold S. Okin and David A. 
Pressler announce the formation 
of a partnership for the general 
practice of law at 595 Broad Ave., 
Ridgefield, under the firm name | 
of Okin & Pressler. Sylvia B. 
Pressler will be an associate of 
the firm. 


Alexander J. Menza has moved 


| his offices to 35 James St., New- 


ark where he will continue the 
general practice of law. 





General Howley To 
Address Morris Bar 





Officers To Be Elected and 
Installed 


General Frank D. Howley, U. S. 

Army Retired, and presently Vice 
Chancellor of New York Univer- 
|sity, will be the guest speaker at 
the annual meeting of the Bar 
Association of Morris County 
|which will be held at the Spring 
Brook Country Club in Morris- 
|town on Tuesday evening, Janu- 
ary 10th. His topic will be “World 
Affairs”. He is the author of sev- 
eral books on this subject and 
was in charge of the Berlin airlift 
while in active service. 


Officers for the ensuing year 
will also be elected and installed 
at this meeting. The nominating 
|Committee has proposed the fol- 
tage slate: 

Pres.—Clifford A. Johnson 

lst V.P—Lawrence Willner 

2nd V.P.—John Wyckoff 

Treas.—Owen F. O’Donnell 

Secy—Charles M. Egan, Jr. 

Trustees—Bertram M. Berla, 
| Frank J. Valgenti, Jr., Joseph Ros- 
enberg, G. Gerson Isenberg, Paul 
Colvin and William R. Albrecht. 


Nominations may also be made 
|from the floor and those elected 
| will be installed by Judge Elden 
Mills. 
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And no Will, if unre- 
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THE OZZARD CASE, IN BROAD CONTEXT 


The stream of progress in the development of the law, like other 
streams, does not invariably flow true. Eddies and backwaters 
appear from time to time as firmly rooted obstructions cause 
changes in direction, which viewed in large perspective must be 
temporary and futile. 

The recent case of Reilly v. Ozzard, decided by the New Jersey 
Supreme Court by a four to two vote on December 5, 1960, marks a 
departure from the commendable growth in content of the common 
law doctrine prohibiting the holding by one person of incompatible 
public offices. The narrow issue dividing the majority and minority 
was whether the dcectrine barred a member of the state senate 
from holding the post of township attorney. The majority, in 
holding that it did not, construed the common law rule strictly 
stating that incompatibility occurs only when a clash of duties (as 
opposed to interests) inheres in the relationship of one office to 
another, although the occasion of such a clash may be rare. While 
not denying that the interests of the municipality may often conflict 
with the interests of the public generally, or with other municipali- 
ties, it found that in the instant case the ordinance defining the 
duties of the township attorney did not impose any obligation to 





lobby for the interests of the township in the Legislature. If the | 


| uSe€S 


conflict is merely one of interests, the majority held, the only inter- | 


diction is from acting in © particular matter permeated by such a 
conflict 

The minority, while implying that the rule might be broader 
than that stated by the majority, met it on its own ground. It 
referred both to the uncontroverted allegations of the tomplaint 
and to various authorities in support of the proposition that the 
duties of township attorney include the representation of the mun- 
icipality in connection with pending legislation including the pre- 
sentation of the position of the municipality before the legislature. 


We suggest that the opinion of the majority is unrealistic. On | 


the specific issue, is it not naive indeed to assume that municipali- 
ties engage legislators with no expectation that the latter will help 
to shape legislation in the interests of their client? Are we really to 
believe that the disproportionate extent to which municipalities 
engage legislators as their counsel has no significance, and that 
the town fathers have acted in the belief that these individuals as 
lawyers are peculiarly qualified to draft and interpret municipal 
ordinances and advise the municipalities as to their purely legal 
rights and liabilities? We suspect that most officials are indeed aware 
that their municipalities have a vital interest in a large bulk of leg- 
islation, including such areas as taxation and highways as well as 
legislation more directly altering the powers and privileges of 
municipalities. 

We are reminded of the words of Brougham, defending Queen 
Caroline, who ringingly defined the duty of an English advocate: 

“* * * an advocate by the sacred duty which he owes his 

client knows, in the discharge of that office, but one person 

in the world, that client and none other. * * * And he must 

not regard the alarm, the suffering, the torment, the destruc- 

tion which he may bring upon any other. Nay, separating the 

duties of a patriot from those of an advocate, and casting 

them if need be to the wind, he must go on reckless of the 

consequences, if his part it should unhappily be to involve 

his country in confusion for his client’s protection.” 
On the other hand we are adjured to be faithful to both duties by a 
more recent authority, Canon 32 of the American Bar Association’s 
Canons of Professional Ethics: 

“But above all a lawyer will find his highest honor in a 

deserved reputation for fidelity to private trust and to 

public duty, as an honest man and as a patriotic and loyal 

citizen.” 

Legislators are entrusted with the sacred lawmaking function 
and this duty should not be confused by other considerations. 


Thus, after citing Canon 32, the Professional Ethics Committee of 
the American Bar Association held that a law firm could not appear 
before a legislative committee while a member of the firm is serving 
in the Legislature. How much more undesirable it seems that a 
municipal attorney may serve on such a committee considering 
legislation affecting his municipality, perhaps casting the deciding 
vote. 


| life. 
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COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 








Editor, N.J. Law Journal 

The voluminous study of the 
Uniform Commercial Code just 
issued, is indeed a thoroughgo- 
ing work. It is customary for ad- 
vocates of a new code to chide 
those who are against it for be- 
ing old-fashioned, out of date, 
and against progress. It may be 
so. Personally, I’m for cutting red 
tape, but not for replacing it 
with black wire. Our courts are 
busy enough without having am- 
biguous language in a code such 
as this dumped into their laps. 
In addition, there are many 
changes of substantive law, de- 
signed to favor a particular com- 
mercial class, without regard for 
the usefulness of the old law as 
a lubricant designed to relieve 
friction between the commercial 
community and the public. 

For instance, Section 1-107 
could be a real headache for the 
average consumer dealing with 
the average salesman. Read it 
and apply your own imagination 
to what could happen. Section 1- 
109 also abolishes good law based 
on the best of sociological con- 
siderations. I’m against both 
changes. 

Section 1-201 brings in the con- 
cept of “security interest” - a 
legai concept new to me - and 
the rest of the code is heavily 
involved with it. I don’t know 
anything about it. It may be a 
good thing in abstract, but I’d 
like to hear what the title men 
have to say about the changes to 
be made by it in the law of fix- 
tures and conditional sales af- 
fecting realty. 

Section 1-208 on acceleration 
extremely ambiguous lan- 
guage which serves no useful pur- 
pose aS compared to the present 
law. One of the things commerce 
relies on the law for is certainty. 
These are just some of the things 
that caught my eye, and I have 
not read the biggest part of the 
code. However, I am aggrieved 
by the failure of the code to set 
up a law of checks, all by itself. 


It is common knowledge that 


|checks have almost supplanted 


cash as a medium of exchange 
in millions of transactions daily. 
The special status of checks as 
a pervasive force deserves a cate- 
gory of its own separate and 
apart from all other negotiable 
instruments, and practical con- 
siderations in favor of the check 
maker and check receiver should 
control. 

By definition, half of all the 
people are not quite as intelligent 
or careful or knowledgeable as 
the other half, and we all make 
mistakes on checks. At the be- 
ginning of every year, I keep 
writing the right month, day and 
wrong year, and I do think there 
are many more who do the same. 
The code makes all those checks 
stale checks, to be bounced by the 
banks to the embarrassed makers. 
The code should provide for a 
year’s grace in the date of a 
check, rather than six months, 
and take care of that difficulty. 

Section 3-405 exonerates banks 
from liability in certain cases, 
and I’m in favor of that section; 
but I’m against section 3-409, 410 
and 411. I think the code should 
spell out the obligation of a bank 
to honor checks presented for 
payment or certification to it, so 
long as the maker has funds 
available to the bank for such 
payment or certification at the 
time of presentation, no matter 
who presents it. 

Every lawyer is aware of many 
reasons for preferring certifica- 
tion to immediate payment. Sec- 
tion 3-411, (2) of the proposed 
code says, “Unless otherwise 
agreed a bank has no obliga- 
tion to certify a check.” Since 
there is no New Jersey case on 
this question, I believe that just 
the reverse should be enacted, and 
that banks should be compelled to 
certify checks, under the condi- 
tions quoted above. 

The compilers of this code de- 
serve a vote of thanks for their 
work, but none of its 805 pages 
should be enacted on faith in 
the proponents. They, themselves, 





the majority opinion: 


More broadly we question the 


implications of the conclusion of 


“Within the constitutional frameword, the legislature is the 
architect of the structure of government. The judiciary has 


no creative power in that area. 


The court’s function is to 


enforce prohibitions fashioned by statute or by the common 
law. Whether a further ban would be wise or unwise is not a 
subject upon which we may properly venture a view, and 
this opinion should not be understood to do so. We hold only 
that the common law did not bar the dual officeholding 


x oD 


involved in this case, * 
To 


deny that the court should consider policy in interpreting and 


shaping the common law, in this as in other areas, at least in the 


absence of conflicting direct precedent, 
as pointed out by 
officials should enjoy public confidence 
discharge faithfully their responsibilities. 


It is important, 


as the fact of corruption must be 


seems unduly deferential. 
the dissenting opinion, that 
as well as that they should 
The appearance as well 
avoided. 


The problem is not peculiar to legislators, it permeats our public 


attorney 
he is 


the municipal 
certainly because 


Thus, for example, it appears to be common practice to engage 
to represent 
invariably 


not 
the 


estate developers, 
qualified to do 


real 
uniquely 


peculiar legal work involved. The result of such practice is to breed 


a public cynicism; the idea that 
the key to favorable acti 
society. County prosecutors 
other instances. Investigations. 


n from public officials 
serving as 
indictments 


influence and the “pay off” are 
Still infests our 
municipal officials afford 
and trials of municipal 


officers have not been rare in recent New Jersey history. 


The Legislative Commission on Conflicts of Interest 


recognized 


+ 


this vital necessity for respect and confidence of the public in the 


conduct of its public officials in its report of December, 1957, 
it directed recommendations “not 
or probable conflicts of interest arise, but 
the government into disrepute in the minds of 
aining 


ably brings 
Although bills 


Just 


its citizens.” 


cont 


only at situations where actual 
also at conduct whi 


modified versions 


£ 
ol 





Commission’s comprehensive recommendations for legislation dealing 


with conflicts of interest on the 
vassed by the Legislature, there 
Senate. 

The 
conflicts of interest. 
society; 


+5 
time 


is ripe for further progress in 
Certain of such conflicts are inevit 
the problem is to delineate and prohibit those 


part of state officials have been 
has been no final the 


the whole area of 
able in our 


1 


that are 





substantial and which bring government into disrepute. The next 


group to attack the problem should concern itself not 
the conduct of state but also county and municipal officials. 
that the public 
firsthand view of democracy in action. It is 


at these levels 


sions of government are formed. 


with 
It is 
obtains its most frequent and 
here that lasting impres- 


mere:y 


Although the specific holding of the Ozzard case leaves much 
to be desired, the case will serve a useful function if it alerts the 


bar and the public to the press 


' this area. 


ing need for further progress in 


ask for the scrutiny and recom- 
mendations of the Bar. The in- 
dividual lawyers should apply 
their own experience and kKnow- 
ledge to at least some portion of 
the code, and make their conclu- 
sions public, for the benefit of all. 

Theodor H. Unterman 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

I have been appointed Chair- 
man of a committee of the Law- 
yers Club of Bergen County to 
select the outstanding judicial 
opinion for the year 1960. The 
other two members of the com- 
mittee are Milton T. Lasher, 
County Counsel for Bergen Coun- 
ty, who has had extensive trial 
and Appellate experience, and 
Gerald E. Monaghan who, in ad- 
dition to being an active prac- 
tioner, is a Professor at Seton 
Hall Law School. To avoid par- 
ochial thinking on this subject, 
we invite the views of the mem- 
bers of the bar. 

It would be appreciated if those 
of your readers who have an 
opinion would write to any mem- 
ber of the committee with their 
nomination. 

So far as we know this is the 
first attempt in this direction. We 
would appreciate comments from 
our brothers of the bar about 
this project and any steps they 
care to recommend which will 


make the ultimate judgment 
truly representative. 
James A. Major 





3rd Year Law Courses 
Centered On Training In 
Legal Crafts Urged 


Philadelphia (ACCN) Pro- 
gram of the law student’s fina! 
year of professional training 
should be built around training in 
legal crafts and understanding oi 
the role of the law in modern 
society, Prof. John E. Cribbet oi 
the University of Llinois College 
of Law said here Friday. 

Prof. Cribbet served as chair- 
man of a committee of law pro- 
fessors which reported on law 
school curriculum to the annual 
meeting of the Association of 
American Law Schools here. 

Proprosals of the committee 
dealt principally with the third- 
year program in law, assuming 
that the first two years of the 
curriculum would be devoted, as 
in the past, to fundamental sub- 
ject matter areas of the law. 

For the third year the commit- 
tee report urged a problem-solv- 
ing approach to legal craftsman- 
ship which would call for research, 
analysis, organization, and pre- 
sentation of material in oral or 
written form, not simply prac- 
tice in filing of routine papers. 

On the other side of the coin, 
the contemporary lawyer should 
be “a specialist in versatility, able 
to bring his talents to bear on 2 
wide range of social problems,” 
the committee reported. 

To develop this type of lawye: 
they recommended seminar and 
lecture courses with emphasis on 
professional aspects of the law in 
its relation to complex problems 
faced by all citizens. 

Specifically these courses 
fered in the third year would: 

1—Provide general perspective 
on the law; 

2—Deal with legal implications 
of contemporary problems such as 
atomic energy, land use contro. 
governmental regulation of na- 
tural resources and the like; 

3—Bring the student into con- 
tact with non-legal areas of study 
such as economics, science, 
chology; 

4—Offer an introduction 
problems of professional respons- 
ibility, role of the organized bé 
and need for improvement in ac- 
ministration of justice; and 

5—Make the student aware 
through study of some phase 0: 
foreign law, of the effect of @ 
shrinking globe on the practice 
of law. 
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-ral supervisory power (RS. 48:2- 
13), its power to prescribe for safe 


-onditions (R.S. 48:2-23), or un- 
der RS. 48:12-49 (passages over 
r Facts involving his- 








1 and use of crossing avenue 
or 53 years indicat e that board 
x ified in finding it was a 
ec highway” within meaning 
48:2-29 as it was a 
yublicly used highway, a o- 
the legal title, and facts of 
ase, includi ng recent fatal acci- 
dent, clearly show need for pro- 
the crossing. 


Corby’s Enterprise 





nt 


eintinn at 
\ ab 


vsUas 


Williams  v. 


Laundry (A-734-59, decided Dec 
28, 1960) 
Reversed judgment of county 
urt and reinstated Work. Comp. 
ward by deputy director for de- 
pendency benefits to widow of 
night watchman whose blood- 


tained body was found by fel- 
»w employee. While no witnesses 


were present, probabilities of 
vent as evidenced by the con- 


fined area in which decedent fell 
which was heavily congested with 
ipes and machinery and the au- 
psy finding of laceration and 
tellate fracture which would in- 
ate wound was received from 
n t with sharp or protruding 
yject support petitioner’s thesis 
that fracture was the result of 
of decedent’s head with 
other than the bare 
nerete floor following a cere- 

attack. Where there has 
unwitnessed fatal mis- 

oecurring within time and 
ace ) eas of the employmer nt, 
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-n an 





) aon rably relaxed. Petition - 
nad only to demonstrate that 


rk-connected injury was one 
ontributing factors, not that 


was the sole or greater cause 
Kievit v. Loyal Protective Ins. Co. 
A-251-59, decided July 12, 1960 
Affirmed judgment dealiaiie 
tion to recover on accident in- 
policy for $200 monthly 
y “against loss directly 
dependently of all other 





e 





causes from accidental bodily in- | 


j but not covering “dis- 
ability or other loss resulting from 
or contributed to by any disease 
or ailment” where plaintiff while 
working as a carpenter was struck 
by board over his eye and ser- 
iously injured and was soon forced 


juries,” 





to leave work because of arm 
hake. In light of conflicting 
mony presented at trial this 
urt cannot say that trial court’s 
finding that plaintiff’s present 
disability was caused by joint 


perati yn of latent pre-existing 
irkinson’s disease condition and 
> blow on the head and that 
itiff had not 

in terms of policy was error. 
> terms of policy provided it | 






ecution by defendant in Mass 

Mass. law 
the case but, 
same as Ma 
case, no prejudicial 
committed by applying N. J. law. 
Mayfair Farms Holding Corp. v. 
Kruvant Enterprises Co. 
59, Decided Dec. 23, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 
LaBruno et al v. Lawrence (A- 
700-59, decided Dec. 27, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3. 

Hagen v. Koerner v. William F. 
Hegarty, Inc. (A-793-59, decided 
Dec. 27, 196: 

Full digest 
Notare v. Notare 
sided Dec. 28, 1960) 

Ful est on page l. 


should have de- 
as N. J. law 





‘ided 


Is the 


page 2. 


Full dig 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 


Hill et al v. Summit, Smythe et al 
v. Summit. (Union County - Doc- 
ke _No L-725-59 P.W. L-738-59 
P.W., decided December 21, 1960) | 
Full digest on page 3. 
COUNTY COURT 
Silke v. Walter (Union Co., Law 
Div. +759, decided Dec. 6, 1960) 


Affirmed decision of deputy di- 
t denying 70-year-old 
tition filed under N. J. 
to reopen case and 
rd for increased per- 
over that 


warded him by Work. Comp. Div. 
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is found quickly and surely in 
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Now, complete from A to ZONING 
including exhaustive 5 Volume Index 


New Jersey Courts Cite 


SECUNDUM, 
National and Federal coverage of 
all law from the earliest colonial times to date. 


C.J.S. will round out your law library 
better than any other set. 


Ask today for full details, liberal terms and 


attractive money saving completion-of-set offer. 
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Authority 
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roved he came | 


Bes yuld become effective only upon | 


| 
>| 


ss. law in this |} 
error was | 


(A-528-59, de-| 


peti- | 


At Testimonial Dinner To Commissioner Ralph E. Giordano 


| 


| Pictured above are some of the guests at the 
(A-446- | Testimonial Dinner to Commissioner Ralph E. 
| Giordano on his 50th anniversary as a member of 
|the Bar. Front: Monmouth County Judge John C. 
Thomas Schettino, and former 
| Justice William A. Wachenfeld. Rear: Postmaster 
Magistrate James 


Giordano, Justice C. 


| Bernard M. Degnan, of Orange; 


it 





A. Degnan; Com. Walter B. Savage; A.B.C. Com. 
William H. Davis; Essex County Judges Joseph C. 
Lyons, Jacob S. Glickenhaus and Charles S. Barrett; 
Middlesex Assignment Judge James R. Giuliano; 
Superior Court Judge Nelson K. Mintz and Essex 
District Court Judge Leon Kapp. 





} — 





in 1955 for contact rma s hand 
| condition pose d after working 
with chemicals used niture 
repair during his two } ’ work 
|for respondent which he left for 
}ailment not related to the con- 
{dition shortly before he moved 
| to Florida where he never wor ced 
or sought work of any kind. Such 
a petition must be based upon a 
| comparison of present ndition 
| with that at the time of the prior 
laward and opinion evider nce of 
present disability based only upon 
existing physical or mental con- 
dition is not sufficient. Petitioner 
| seeks award on novel t r based 
on his inabilits f w the 
particular occ upat ion he 


where 


Nas 


he is 


pursued his en 
too old to tak 
occupation, but the 
applied is whether tl 
a decrease in pet 
to earn wages in ¢ 
available to him an 
reasonably qualified 
Petitioner has not 
his economic and functional de- 
pendence upon the particular oc- 
cupation. 








Navy Law Officers 
To Ride Circuit 


ACCN 

















Wa hington The 
Nags is inaugurating ircuit 
rider program where sially 
designated law officers will be as- 
signed to all general irtsmar- 

The program start n pilot 
basis Jan. 3 with the ening of 
two Naval Judiciary Unit n 
Washington and Norf 

The status of the law officer in 
military trials is roughly equiva- 
lent to that of a civiliarz idge. 
He is a mh law spe fficer 
and normally is on the staff of the 
flag officer convening ir 
His law officer dut re per- 
formed in addition to his regular 
legal duties within the mmand. 

Under the new program, a 
select group of officers will de- 
vote full time to the law officer 
duties. They will be responsible 
primarily to the Judge Advocate 
General. 

The overall rsdeiiga 1e move 
is to improve the administration 
of military justice. Should the 
program be successful in lucing 





the number of errors in General 
Courts-Martial and reversals by 
appellate tribunals, it will be ex- 


| tended on a Navvwide basis. 





LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


Thank you for your patronage. 
We have moved to a larger studio at 
1112 BROAD STREET 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
Bigelow 3-2288 
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Orthopsychiatrists To Discuss Topics Of Special 


Interest To Lawyers 


Judge Biggs To Chair Sessions 


On Law and Psychiatry 
Topics of special interest to 
lawyers will be discussed at the 


38th annual meeting of the Amer- 
ican Orthopsychiatric Association 
at the Hotel Statler-Hilton, New 
York City, March 22-25, 1961. 


The sessions will be attended 
by approximately 5,000 psychia- 
trists, psychologists, phychiatric 
social workers, educators, nurses 
and other specialists as well 
interested laymen. Registration 
will be open to non-members as 
well as to members, according to 
Marion F. Langer, Ph.D., 
tive secretary. 

The association, a national pro- 
fessional society, brings together 
the key disciplines involved 
team approaches to prevention 
and treatment of behavior prob- 
lems and related training and re- 
search. 

Topics to be covered include: 

Teaching mental health con- 

-epts in a law school curriculum— 
Andean S. Watson, M.D., assistant 


as 


execu 


Yn 
ail 


sistant professor of law, 


Univer- 


sity of Michigan, and chairman, 
Committee on Law, Group for the 
Advancement of Fsychiatry. 
The psychiatrist and the legai 
process — Abraham S. Goldstein, 


LL.B., 

Yale 
The 

chiatry will 


John Biggs, hm 
winner 


cuit Court, 


associate professor of law, 
Law School. 
— on Law and Psy- 


» chaired by Judge 
of the Third Cir- 
of the Ameri- 


can Psychiatric Association’s Isaac 
Ray Award for outstanding con- 


tribution 


Further 
able from 


from 
to psychiatry. 

information is 
Dr. 


the field of law 


avail- 


Langer, American 


Orthopsychiatric Association, 1790 
Broadway, New York 19, N.Y. 





HARRY 





professor of psychiatry and as- 


and Associates 


REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
AND CONSULTANTS 
Member of American Institute of 
Real Estate Appraisers 
23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 
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courts, relied on and referred to by attorneys, CPAs, government 


PRACTICAL—presents the quickest way of finding the law and the 
only way of finding all the law weighed personally by nationally 


COMPREHENSIVE—all tax rules to be found in the statutes, Treas- 
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Federal Rule Revision 





(Continued from page 5) 


Federal rules. Indeed, such 
amendments will be of import- 
ance to lawyers everywhere who 
are interested in procedural re- 
form.” 

The Chief Justice was informed 
that the Reporter for each Com- 
mittee is currently preparing, for 
the guidance of the members, a 





survey of the experience with the | 


rules over the past several years. 

“First attention is being given 
to recommendations for amend- 
ments heretofore made—such as 
those made by the former Ad- 
visory Committee on Civil Rules. 

“Then, we are examining the 
decided cases,” Judge Maris stat- 
ed. “We want to know whether 
conflicts have developed which 
should be resolved. We need to 
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|These will be forwarded to the 


know whether the courts have un- 
' covered areas where the Rules re- 
quire them to act in ways con- 
sidered to be undesirable, or 
where the Rules fail to provide 
them the authority to take ac- 
tions which seem needful. Equally 
important, we want to identify 
those restrictive glosses which 
may have developed on some of 
the rules—for, as Judge Charles 
E. Clark has emphasized, tech- 
nical and strict interpretation 
often drive out the liberal and 
the flexible. 

“Texts and treatises are being 
carefully studied, including the 
articles and student comments 
in every American law review. It 
is expected that these scholarly 
sources will provide many sug- 
gestions for amendment of the 
rules, and pinpoint problems not 
apparent from a reading of bare 
cases. 

“State experience, too, is being 
|examined, with particular atten- 
tion being given to changes made 
by state edvisory committees in 
adapting the Federal Rules to 
local needs. 

“Recent legislative enactments 
are being combed to detect chang- 
es which ought to be reflected in 
the Rules, including technical 
amendments of varying import- 
'ance which are required to con- 
form with recently enacted stat- 
| utes. 

“Finally, all letters from prac- 
ticing lawyers, judges, and law 
teachers, making suggestions as 
to possible improvements, are 
|being earnestly considered.” 

The Advisory Committees will 
conduct the basic studies and 
| develop reports and recommenda- 
{tions in the respective fields. 


CURIOSITY 


“Curiosity is one of the 


permanent and certain 


characteristics of a vigorous mind.” 


—SAMUEL JOHNSON 


One of the most important lessons which we have 


learned from our 77 years 


of experience is that we 


can always find ways of improving our service. This 


is why we review our own 
cal eye and open mind. 


procedures with a criti- 


This constructive curiosity has often enabled us to 
gain speed without ft any way sateificing accuracy. 
For example, it has allowed us to develop the pro- 
cedure of delivering title policies at closings, for the 
convenience of ail parties concerned. And, of 
course, by speeding up our reports and policies, we 


save you time. 
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| 
| standing Committee on Rules of | 





Practice and Procedure which, in | 
turn, will report to the Judicial | 
Conference of the United States. 
The Judicial Conference, if it 
approves, will forward the report 
and recommendations to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 
The Supreme Court will approve, 


modify, or disapprove of the} 


changes in the Federal Rules thus 
recommended, and those adopted 
will be transmitted by the Su- 
preme Court to the Congress and 


Hague Academy of International Law To Hold 
32nd Session From July 10 to August 18 





The Hague Academy of Inter- 
|national Law, which has its 
| headquarters at the Peace Palace 
|of The Hague, Holland, will hold 
|its 32nd summer session from 
|July 10 to August 18, 1961. The 
Academy was founded in 1923 
with the support of the Carnegie 
Endowment for International 
Peace. It is an independent cen- 
tre of advanced studies for inter- 


will take effect at the expira-| national law (both public and 
tion of ninety days unless the| private) and connected sciences 
Congress acts adversely. and it aims at facilitating the 

Proposed changes and com- | thorough and impartial examin- 


ments relating to the Rules should 
be directed to The Committee on 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 
Supreme Court Building, Wash- 
ington 25, D. C. 

A preliminary draft of the Pro- 
posed Revision of Certain Gen- 
eral Orders and Official Forms in 
Bankruptcy has already been sub- 
mitted by the Advisory Commit- 
tee on Bankruptcy Rules, and a 
preliminary draft of a rule for 
Review of Decisions of the Tax 
Court has been submitted by the 
Advisory Committee on Appellate 
Rules. 


S.E.C. Proposes New 
Rule On Delaying 
Amendments 








Washington (ACCN)—The SEC 
has announced a rule proposal 
under the Securities Act of 1933 
(Release 33-4308) designed to 
simplify the procedures governing 
the registration of securities un- 
der the act; and it has invited the 
submission of views and com- 
ments thereon not later than Jan 
16, 1961. 

Under the act, 
statement becomes 


a registration 
effective on 


the twentieth day after filing or | 


such earlier date as the commis- 
sion shall determine. The filing of 
an amendment to the statement 
establishes a new filing date and 
starts the twenty-day period run- 
ning anew. 

In order to prevent registration 
statements from becoming effec- 


tive through the lapse of time| 


and before they have been 
amended to cure any deficiencies 
therein, it has been the practice 
of registrants to file technical or 
so-called “delaying” amendments 
to start the waiting period run- 
ning again. 

The SEC has from time to time 


| been requested by attorneys and 


| other 


| would make unnecessary the filing | 


representatives of regis- 
trants to adopt a rule which 


|of delaying amendments. 


In an effort to meet this prob- 


lem, the SEC is considering an} 


amendment to Rule 473 proposed 
by the staff which would provide 


| for the filing either with a regis- 


tration statement or at a later 
date, of an amendment delaying 


| the effective date until the regis- 
trant shall file a further amend- 


ment which especially states that 
the earlier amendment shall no 
longer operate to delay the effec- 
tive date of the statement. 

The propos new procedure 
would not be mandatory, although 
it is expected that registrants 
would find it to their advantage 


ad 
GQ 


| to follow it in order to avoid the 


| Trenton. Ronald Berman will be 


necessity of preparing and filing 
successive delaying amendments. 





Announcement 


The firm of Warren & Stei 
has been dissolved effective Jan- 
uary 1, 1961. Both Lawrence N. 
Stein and George Warren will 
continue to practice at the same 
address, 219 East Hanover St., 


| associated with Mr. Warren. 
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ation of problems concerning in- 
ternational juridical relations. 
For this purpose it calls upon the 
most competent men of different 
countries to teach, in lectures and 
seminars, the most important 
subjects from the point of view 
of theory and practice, as well 
as of international legislation and 
jurisprudence, forthcoming above 
all from deliberations, interna- 
tional conferences and arbitral 
awards. The Academy is governed 
by a Curatorium which is at pres- 
ent headed by the Right Honour- 
able the Lord McNair, former 
President of the International 
Court of Justice. 
| The Academy has_ been 
|teaching since 1923, with an 
linterruption only during the 
|last World War. It has been at- 
| tracting hundreds of participants 
}each year. In 1960, it was at- 
|tended by 415 persons from 51 
| different countries. (80 came from 
| the U.S.) They were a diversified 
| group, not only by nationality but 
also by profession. Among them, 
| were law professors, magistrates, 
|practising lawyers, members of 
| diplomatic services, officers, and 
| Others. To further the contacts 
between participants there was 
| founded in 1923 the Association 
of Attenders and Alumni of the 
|Hague Academy of International 
|Law. This Association, which is 
headed this year by Jacob E. Max, 
a Jersey City lawyer, organ- 
|izes social and scientific contacts 
among the participants. It issues 
its own Yearbook and since 1949, 
its members meet each year for 
a congress on current problems 
of international law. 
The 1961 Program 

The 1961 summer program will 
commence on July 10th. It in- 
| cludes subjects like: the Law of 
| the Sea, diplomatic protection of 
legal persons, private wealth and 
| taxation in international law, the 
recognition of foreign adminis- 
trative acts, nationality, adoption, 





conflicts of law, Asia and the 
United Nations, Intervention 
(Korea, Guatemala, Hungary, 


Suez, Lebanon, Jordan, Tibet, In- 
| dia), the law of International 
| Assemblies. These courses will be 
| taught by professors from France, 
Germany, Iran, India, Belgium, 
United States, Italy, Spain, Neth- 
erlands, Ireland and Luxemburg. 
{Each lecture will be given either 


in French or in English (transla- 
tions being provided for the other 
language). The texts of the lec- 
tures are later published in the 
“Collection of Courses”. The 
charge for taking the courses i: 
nominal. The Academy takes care 
of the lodging of attenders, most- 
ly at private homes in the Hague 
Arrangements are made for ex- 
cursions through the Netherland: 
and many interesting socia: 
events. 

Any lawyer who is interestec 
in attending the summer sessior 
may write to F. W. Hondius, Peace 
Palace, The Hague, Holland, o: 
make inquiry of Jacob E. Max 
50 Glenwood Ave., Jersey City, NJ 

The Association of Attender: 
and Alumni will hold a congres: 
from April 24th to 29th at Dub- 
lin, Ireland on the problem o: 
“The New State in Internationa: 


7? 


Law”. 





Announcements 


The firm of Lum, Fairlie & Fos- 
ter, 605 Broad St., Newark 2, ha: 
changed its name to Lum, Biunn 
& Tompkins. Partners in the firn 
are Ralph E. Lum, Jr., Richarc 
Lum, Charles B. Niebling, Josepr 
J. Biunno, Raymond W. Troy anc 
William F. Tompkins. William A 
Wachenfeld and Chester W. Fair- 
lie will continue as of counsel t 
the firm. 


Francis M. Seaman and Andrey 
V. Clark have formed a partner- 
ship for the general practice 0: 
law under the firm name of Sea- 
man and Clark, with offices a: 
214 Smith St., Perth Amboy. As- 
sociated with the firm will 
John J. Lee, Thomas E. Addy, Jr 
and Mark F. Hughes, Jr. 





James W. Phelan has moved h: 
law offices to 124 Main St., Bloom- 
ingdale, where he will be associ- 
ated in the general practice c: 
law with McDonald, Podesta anc 
Myers. 








Lawyers 
Protective 
Insurance 


You are insured under this policy 
against claims arising from any 
negligent act, error, or omissien 
occuring in the performance of 
professional service rendered to 
your clients. 
Write today for descriptive 

pamphlets and schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 
494 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 4-3036 

















ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


502 High St., Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 4-5577 


NEW PRACTICE 
FORMS 


410B—Backs for Pleadings. with Acknowledgment 
of Service under R.R. 4:12(e) and also 


Certificate of Service. 


90010—Request for Statement of Damages Claim- 
ed. with space fer Answering Statement 
and Acknowledgment of Service, in com- 
pliance with R.R. 4:8-1 as amended. 





Both forms printed on 814 x 14 - 16 Ib. opaque rag bond 
$2.50 per pad of 100 
$15.50 per ream printed with firm name 
$22.50 per thousand printed with firm name 
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New York County Bar 
Association Ethics 
Opinion 


QUESTION NO. 495 
SOLICITATION — DISAPPROV- 
AL OF LETTER TO LAW- 
YERS AND ACCOUNTANTS 


NOTICE TO mais pommel 
I may be able to be of service t 
, if you are an overbt 

itioner who does not 
time to handle tax problems now 
fronting you. 
an Attorney and an Ac 
t, 39 ye of age, witl 
in seaevon and an M.B A. 
g, who is experienc 
ases of taxation. 
2 year tenure in the 
nent of a C.P.A. 
period in the e 
tax attorne 










on 





ar 1 
ALS is A 





U 








of a prominent 


duties involved detailed research 
and analysis of City, State and 


Federal tax problems. I have pre- 
pared and reviewed tax returns 
and made appearances at all 
levels of nternal Revenue 
De partmen In beck ee pro- 
tests, petitions, ipulations 

*t and briefs in conesseti on with 
S. Tax Court litigation were 
completed. Work was also per- 
formed involving estates, estate 
planning and accountings. 

My training and experience are 
available to you in your practice. 


t he 


OT 






Tr 









For further information, please 
ontact: 

Name 

Address 


Telephone Number 
ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 495 
The circularization of the pro- 
posed notice or communication to 
lawyers and accountants, not 
known to the inquirer, is disap 
proved for it is clearly a solicita- 
tion of professional employment 
_ Canon 27 of the Canons of Pro- 
ssional Ethics provides, inter 
alia, that 
“it is unprofessional to s 
professional employment by 
circulars, advertisements, tout- 
ers or by personal communica- 
tions or interviews not war- 
ranted by personal relations.” 
In this respect, Canon 27 recog 
nizes no distinction between sol- 
tation of laymen or lawyers. 
The proposed notice is not al 
ected by Canon 46. The exce 
allowed by that Canon po 
to lawyers engaged in rend- 
a specialized legal service 
dire shad and only to lawyers. Con- 








Olicit 





OQ 











fort nity with the letter and spirit 








that Canon necessitates a sim- 
ie professional card containing 
y the name of the lawyer, his 


= 









oO 


DE fessional address and _ tele- 
phone number, and the special 


ranch of the profession prac- 
tised by him. 
bp the opinion of the Commit- 
the proposed announcement 
; self- laudatory and savors of 
iffing, and transcends the per- 
ible limits of Canon 46. 
r may a notice within the 
Proper limits of Canon 46 be sent 
to accountants or other laymen 
ot known to the inquirer if it 
‘neludes a statement of intention 
to specialize in a _ particular 
r the law, unless such 
specialty be admiralty, patents, 
copyrights or trademarks (Opin- 
1 No. 788 of the Associat ion of 


5 
ny 
yu 














he Bar; Opinion No. 434 of the 
New York County Lawyers Associ- 


ation), 


| 





Rising Pressure On Church Issue Noted 
By ACLU 





Separation Principal Discussed 


In Report 
New York (ACCN) — In dis- 
u the growing pressure on 







aration of church and state 





iple rick Murphy Malin, 
-utive director of the Ameri- 
n Civil Liberties Union, said 
t the problem far surpasses 


on of what a particular 
religion is. His re- 
re made in the introduc- 
he ACLU’s 40th annual 








1e comprehensive problem is 
this: Wil all our governmental 
: and 


and le; 

(federal, stat er muni- 
‘ipal) and all our people — Cath- 
Protestant, and Jewish; 
uaker, Moslem and atheist—ad- 
-e scrupulously to the constitu- 
principle that there should 
er any governmental re- 
straint on, nor any governmental 
of, religion or non-relig- 
-religion?” The na- 
hool: most all in 
@ and in curriculum — “are 
; ke in the churc 
’ Malin said. 
In the ce ensorship field, 
it the U.S ome 
ok under review “Don 
t suit from joe age rais- 
basic question of pre-cen- 
films. The ACLU ad- 
e high court had hand- 
a precedent-making de- 
Smith Case where it 
local booksellers ar- 
under anti-obs — ord- 
‘es could not be held crimin- 

y peat unless they i 
k contained obscenity 
While applauding the Kennedy- 
Nixon debates during the presi- 
i campaign which opened 
the airwaves to increased public 
discussion of national issues, the 

AO urged the equal-time Sec 





oj 
te 





neltn 


~ 





( yf 





—~ 
+o) 





the 
hn ore 


re- 


noted th 






OY 





in the 


that 








a 









tion 315 of the federal communi- 
sation law be changed to require 
stations “‘to give minority parties 


ynable and equitably distrib- 
ypportunity to be heard.” 
ACLU criticized suspension 
tion 315 by Congress during 
recent political campaign on 
junds that minor political par- 
{ probably would not be ac- 
-orded any air time, thus depriv- 
g the Lanne of its right to hear 
a wide range of political views. 
It patie fear that the tem- 
porary suspension might lead toa 
permanent one, “thus legislating 
a two-party monopoly of the air 


















and endangering the democratic 
processes.” 
In the area of academic free- 
n, the report recounted the 









conducted by the Academic 
Fre edom Committee reporting on 
the growing dependence by 
and universities on gov- 
_ Such sponsored 
armed, may restrict the 
t traditional autonomy 
in selecting and pursuing earch 


schools 





ion’s 


res 





and — the annual re- 
“public debate 

ver security practices 
has decreased in the 





Sen. Joseph R. Mc- 
sway in the capitol.” 





Fair procedures for aliens, de- 
dortees, the —— ill, juven- 


ns detained by po- 
to occupy ACLU’s 


1 per 











15 WASHINGTON ST. 


The American Insurance Company 
Pp oe ha 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 


HUmboldt 4-2300 








BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recognized 





LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7989 


attention as the individual cases 
arose. 


Its plan for police review boards, 


initiated by the Greater Philadel- 
phia Branch was dopted in 
Minneapolis and 'Y ork, Pa. 
ACLU affiliates in six other cities 
proposed the esta ment of 





similar local boards 
During the fiscal year ended 
last June 30, the Union received 











contributions and in totaling 
$486,700, an incre 22 per 
cent over the previous year. Ex- 
penditures were $19,000 less than 
income. The ACLU’s membership 
stands at 52,000, an all-time high. 

Copies of the 84-page annual 
report may be obtained from the 
ACLU at 156 Fifth New York 
10, N. Y., at 75 cents h, post- 
paid. 





U. S. Tax Collections 
Rise To New High 


Federaltax collections reached | 
91 billion, 775 million dollars for | 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1960, the largest ever recorded 
according to Commerce Clearing 
House, national reporting author- 
ity on tax and business law, in 
its annual federal tax review. 


The huge total amounted to an 
unprecedented peace-time in- 
crease of $12 billion, exceeded in 
only two other years, 
1951 when tax boosts brought 
somewhat larger gains in collec- 
tions. There were no income tax 
boosts in 1960. 


The federal per capita tax bur- 
den rose to an average of $508.37, 
an increase of $57.80 per person 
during the year, tne CCH review 
said. 


1944 and} 


Announcements 


The firm of Reed, Reynolds, 
Smith & Kramer, 810 Broad St., 
| Newark 2, has changed its name 
| to Smith. Kramer & Morrison. 
The partners are Everett B. Smith, 
C. Russell Kramer and Kenneth 
A. Morrison. 


The firm name of Doughty & 
Dwyer has been changed to 
| Dwyer & Dwyer, with offices at 
/12 Chestnut St., Ridgewood. The 
partners are Michael A. Dwyer 
and Michael J. Dwyer. 

Charles A. Rooney, Gustave A. 
Peduto, John J. Sheehy, Marian 
V. Rooney-Sheehy and Charies 
A. Rooney, Jr., have formed a 
partnership for the practice of 
law under the firm name ol 
Rooney, Peduto and Sheehy, 921 
Bergen Avenue, Jersey City. 











everything you ever wanted in a 


PORTABLE DICTATING MACHINE 





Save $41.00 now and keep 
for years to 
magnetic 
tating machine 

with its office 


right on saving 
come with the 
tape portable « 
that’s compatible 


only 


DeJUR: 


Neat 


COMPANION 


19950" 


(SAVE 


Stenorette-Companion is 
not a scaled-down tape recorder. 
It’s a working tool, specially 
designed to keep pace with your 
thinking. Pop it into a brief- 


mate! You dictate on your oat : 
Companion in the field, mail °% pack it in a suitcase... 
the magazines to your office for the Companion, small as a 
transcription on the standard book, light as a camera, travels 
Stenorette with you wherever you go. 
HERE‘S WHY STENORETTE COMPANION IS 
@ Fully-transistorized for throughout 
instant use. No warm-up ®@ Duplicate microphone 
time needed controls for all functions 
@ Uses same tape as @ Lapel microphone for 
Standard Office Stenorette interviewing, research, 
@ Pushbutton operation etc. 


j EE 
COMPATIBLE, TOO 
This is sk top 
DeJdUR 

GAUNDIG 







the St 


aiplete with 

50 tating: si 

$ 21 gs raipment 
DLS 


Stenorette” -TD 






¢ 


Fully transistorized. Flick-of- 
the-thumb microphone con- 
trol lets you dictate, back- 
space, review .. 
say 
say it AGAIN right! 
free 


retaries to do everything 
right the first time! 


now available with FREE 
Battery Charger valued at 
$29.75. 3 Tape Magazines 
valued at $11.25 


Stenorette Is Superior—one 
of the nation’s fifty largest 


corporations standardized on 


Stenorette after testing all lead- 
ing portables because the Com- 
panion scored 90 out of a total 
possible score of 110 critical 
points (nearest competitive 


portable, costing much more 
scored only 69!). 


SO SUPERIOR: 


@ Up to 45 minutes of 
continuous dictation 

® Powered by lifelong, 
rechargeable battery 


@ Handsome sturdy carrying 


case available 



















.and if you 
you 
Error- 
dictation with a Sten- 
yrette makes it easy for sec- 


it wrong, erase as 





% Free 10 Day Trial > 
Call Blaelow 3-0050 
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Federal Tax Notes 


by Harold Kamens | 


BUSINESS EXPENSES: Tax- | 
payer purchased a going insur- | 
ance agency paying $4,000 and/| 
agreeing to retain the sellers’ | 
services for six years at not less | 
than $100 per week, to continue | 
despite retirement, disablement 
or death of the seller. In addition, 
the seller agreed not to compete 
for a period of three years after 
leaving taxpayer’s employ. 

Held: The payments made to| 
the seller during his life are pay- 
ments for services rendered and 
are deductible as a business ex- 
pense. However, after his death, 
weekly payments to his widow are 
to be nondeductible as payments | 
towards the purchase price of the 
agency: Heller, TCM 1959-238. 


ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpayer 
sold his stock interest in a pub- 
lishing company in 1951 and then 
entered into a contract of em- 
ployment with the company 
under which he was retained “in 
a consulting and advisory cap- 
acity”. He was paid an amount 





wae VER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE =“. 


APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 


M. R. LANES 
45 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-7298 





PLANNING AND ZONING 
CONSULTATION AND 
TESTIMONY 
Stephen Sussna, Associate A.LP. 
M.P.A., LL.B. Professional Engi- 
neer Associate. References on 
request. 225 East Hanover St., 

Trenton, N. J. EXport 2-4521. 








LAW BOOKS 


COMPLETE LIBRARIES AND SINGLE 
SETS BOOKS REBOUND 


Clark Boardman Co., Ltd. 


ll Park Place, New York, N.Y. 





BOUGHT 











LEGAL FOR 
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Te 
Per 
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Paid QUARTERLY 


Accounts Insured to $10,000 | 


HAYES 


SAVINGS and LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 


955 Broad St. Newark 2, N. J. 





upon termination of his employ- 
ment contract in 1953. Taxpayer 
contended that the receipt should 
have been treated as in payment 
for the stock sold in 1951 and 
should be taxed as capital gain. 

Held: The sum received by tax- 
payer is held to constitute com- 
pensation or a payment in lieu 
thereof, and is taxable as ordin- 
ary income. Mitchell Estate, TCM 
1959-246. 

COST OF ISSUING STOCK: In 
the year of its final dissolution, 
taxpayer deducted as organiza- 
tional expenses the costs of issu- 
ing its stock several years before. 

Held: The deduction is denied. 
The costs of stock issuance, ex- 
cept those that qualify under 
specific provision of Section 248 
of the 1954 Code permitting an 
election to amortize these costs, 
are never deductible. Hawaiian 
Trust Co., DC Hawaii, 11/24/59. 
Rev. Rul. 60-232: PARTIAL 


| LIQUIDATION DEFINED: Where 


the termination of all or part of 
one business of a corporation re- 
sulted in a genuine contraction 
of the corporate business, a dis- 
tribution by the corporation in 
redemption of a portion of its 
capital stock constituted a dis- 
tribution in partial liquidation 
within the meaning of section 346 
(a) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954, to the extent that the 
distribution did not exceed the 
net proceeds from the sale of the 
business assets plus that portion 
of the working capital reasonably 
attributable to the terminated 
business activities and no longer 
required in the operation of the 
continuing business activities. 

Rev. Rul. 60-230: AMORTIZABLE 
BOND PREMIUM: The Internal 
Revenue Service will not follow 
the decisions of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit in United States v. Riley, 


L. Parnell, et ux, 272 Fed. (2d) 
943, and United States v. J. H. 
Reed, Jr., et ux, 272 Fed. (2d) 


943. The point at issue in these 
cases was whether the taxpayers 
were entitled to compute their 
deductions under section 125(b) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1939 for amortizable bond prem- 
iums as the difference between 
the purchase price of fully tax- 
able bonds and a “special” re- 
demption price at which the 


bonds could be called on 30 days’ | 


notice, instead of the difference 
between the purchase price and 
the “general” redemption price. 
On the basis of Revenue Ruling 
56-398, C.B. 1956-2, 984, the Ser- 
vice contended the “special” re- 
demption price was dependent 
upon contingencies which pre- 
cluded any reasonable advance 
ascertainment of a date of call 
at the “special” redemption price. 
The court held the taxpayer 


could reasonably anticipate that} 


the bonds might be called before 
maturity at the “special” 
price and that the “special” call 
price was altogether reasonable 
and realistic. 

Rev. Rul. 60-238: ALIMONY AND 
SEPARATE MAINTENANCE PAY- 
MENTS: Where a wife who is 
separated from her husband re- 


Call 


ceives payments from him under} 








ABRAHAM W. SLATNICK & ASSOCIATES 
“744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2. N. J. 


Mitchell 3-2000 — Night Phone: WYman 2-3214 


Accurate Deposition. Conference and Convention Reporting 





























Courts 
CERTIFICATES of 
standing. 


regularity 


Courts 
INFORMATION 
Trenton. 


and forms in 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N.J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States ; 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


New Jersey and United States 


any of the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 




















'a decree entered prior to March 


11, 1954, requiring him to make| 


|payments for her support or 
|maintenance, and the decree is 
modified after that date, no por- 
tion of any of the payments re- 
ceived by her prior to the effec- 
| tive date of such modification is 
includible in her gross income 
under section 71 (a) (3) of the 
| Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
|nor deductible by the husband 
| under section 215 of the Code. 
| Rev. Rul. 60-240: COMMON 
| TRUST FUNDS: For Federal in- 
|come tax purposes distributions 
of cash or securities to partici- 
pants in two common trust funds, 
in order to eliminate fractional 
units of participation held by the 
participants upon the merger of 
the two funds, shall be treated as 
proceeds from the sale or ex- 
change of such fractional units 
of participating interests. 
RENTAL INCOME: Taxpayer 
corporation owned a _ building 
which it rented to a sister cor- 
poration. On January 19, 1953, 
the common parent liquidated 





poration) and transferred all its 
| assets te the sister. On its return 
|for the 19 days of 1953 taxpayer 
jincluded all the January rental 
}income and deducted $153,000 
which was accrued to cover pro- 
perty taxes which were assessed 
just prior to the liquidation. 
Held: Stating merely that tax- 
payer’s short period return did 
not truly reflect its income, the 
court upholds the Commissioner’s 
inclusion of only 18/3lst of the 
rental income and his limitation 
of property taxes to 18/365ths of 


the actual assessment. Tennessee 
Life Insurance Co., DC Tex., 
11/24/59. 


DEFERRAL OF PREPAID IN- 
COME: A publisher of a weekly 
investment letter kept his books 
and filed his returns on the cash 
basis. Prepaid subscriptions were 
included in net income in the 
year received. In his returns for 
1954 and 1955, without requesting 
permission to change his ac- 
| counting method, he deferred the 
| subscription income. 

Held: The deferral is improper 
in that the prepaid subscriptions 
were received under a claim of 
right without restriction as to 
disposition, and were therefore 
includible in income in the year 
of receipt. Schaefer, TCM 1959- 
229. 

EXCESS OUTPUT EXCLU- 
SION: Taxpayer corporation was 
|the wholly owned subsidiary of 








}a lumber company. The parent 
| had a logging contract to pur- 
|chase timber from the U. S. 
|Forest Service. Under an oral 


| agreement with its parent, tax- 
| payer was to carry out the terms 
| of the contract. The parent had 
ows right of first refusal at cur- 
rent market prices on all timber 
|logged. Taxpayer used its own 
lregistered brands, and invested 
}over $100,000 in construction of 
| logging roads. About 55% of the 
| timber logged under the contract 
| was sold to parent, and the rest 
|in the open market. 
| Held: Taxpayer qualifies as a 
| timber producer under the 1939 
code, and is entitled to the ex- 
clusion from excess profits net 
| income for excess output. Ander- 
son & Middleton Logging Co., 
DC Wash., 1/15/59. 
| EPT RELIEF: Since taxpayer 
{came into existence after 1939, 
| it had to compute its EPT credits 
based on the invested capital 
method. Taxpayer sought Section 
722 relief on the ground that its 
invested capital was abnormally 
low and this resulted in an in- 
adequate EPT credit. 

Held: The relief is denied. The 
court holds that taxpayer failed 
to prove its invested capital was 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS 


USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 3-6153 








| ceeds 


taxpayer (a calendar year cor- | 


{ment of the 
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abnormally low. Gulf Distilling 
Corp., 33 TC No. 46. 

ACCRUAL OF REAL ESTATE 
TAXES: In Oklahoma, ad val- 
orem real estate taxes become a 
liability of the owner of the 
property on January 1 and a lien 
against the property on that date. 
The actual tax rate is fixed in 
April or May. 

Held: Even though the amount 
is not then determinable, the 
court holds the tax accrues for 
Federal income tax purposes on 
January 1. Oklahoma Natural 
Gas Co., DC Okla., 12/30/59. 

GAIN ON SALE: Taxpayer sold 
a farm and reinvested the pro- 
in the construction of a 
house which became his principal 
residence. 

Held: The gain on the sale is 
taxable. The no-recognition rules 
are inapplicable since the farm 
had not been taxpayer’s principal 
residence. Stanley, 33 TC No. 67. 

ROYALTY PREPAYMENTS: 
Taxpayer sold its business, the 
price being a percentage of the 
buyer’s sales thereafter. The buy- 
er paid $52,000 down and agreed 
to assume the liability for mer- 
chandise credits due taxpayer’s 
customers. Both the $52,000 and 
the credit liabilities were to re- 
duce the royalty payments. Tax- 
payer and the Commissioner 
agreed that the $52,000 advance 
was income in the year of re- 
ceipt. Taxpayer treated the pay- 
liabilities by 
buyer as income to it in the year 
of that payment (all were loss 
years). The Commissioner seized 
upon the fact that taxpayer was 
obligated to reimburse the buyer 
for these liability payments 
should they exceed earned royal- 
ties. Because of the contingent 
obligation to repay, the Commis- 
sioner deferred the income to 


{later years (here at issue) when 


covering royalties were earned. 

Held: The possibility of repay- 
ment did not defer accrual of the 
income. Consequently, the Com- 
missioner erred in including pay- 
ments made in former years in 
income in the year covered by 
earnings. Perfumers Manufactur- 
ing Corp., 33 TC No. 59. 

DEPENDENCY: In order to 
claim his parents, residents of a 
community property state, as de- 
pendents, taxpayer sought to re- 
duce his father’s gross income 
from a blacksmith and welding 
business below $1,200 by treating 
business expenses as cost of goods 
sold. 

Held: The Tax Court held, and 
this court affirms, that the father 
was not engaged in the business 
of manufacturing; he was merely 
rendering repair and mainten- 
ance services. It follows that he 
had no cost of goods sold, his 
gross income was his total re- 





LEGAL NOTICE 


ceipts for services, and since his 
half of this community income 
exceeded $600, the father does 
not qualify as a dependent. Hahn, 
CA-5, 11/23/59. 





LEGAL NOTICE 
STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
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COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
REMBERG, JUDLOWE 
: & SIGLER 
“ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
QF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 
: Prescott 9-0362 








the | 





WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF kor 
N 


513 MADISON AV.. NY 2 v 














LEGAL FOR 
TRUST FUNDS 


7e 


Per 
Annum 







Dividends Compounded 
Quarterly 





Accounts Insured 
Up To $10,000. 

Savings received by 

15th of month earn 

from the Ist. 

Save by mail. 

We pay postage both ways. 


ARROW 


SAVINGS and 








LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 











and Notaries. 
NORTH JERSEY 


HUbbard 9-1144 





DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


Reported by experienced Certified Shorthand Reporters 
Hearing room also available. 
Parking nearby. 
REPORTING 
210 Main street, Hackensack. N. J. 


SERVICH 


Leonard W. Meyer 














BURPO 
Photostal [inks 





192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 





WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Off ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQU‘REMENTS 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





S) STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 









To ait 
Greeting 
WHEREA lt appears to my satisfaction 
t july auth enticnted record of the proces 
for the voluntary dissolution cearant 
consent of all the stock- 


Aso 


we 
' 


ceaene 







"Dissolution. 
the Secretary of 




















&: Do Herebs 
€ the 
- ° 
Pa S 
t 
P i 
t recor 
o! 7 
i fi provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY Y WHEREOF 
have hereto set mv hand and af 
‘ < rial seal, at Trenton 
+ ht Bee ae ahs ore 
(ss one thou ne | | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
I Jam. 5, 12. 19 $21 
STATE OF NEW JES 





RSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSULUTION 
presenta may come 


DEPAKTMENT 







appears to my esatisfacti 
ated record of the 











é Whose 
orl 40 Br 
4 County 
t Charles 
be n and in charge tbereof 
rp be served) 14> 
« rements of Title 14 
Mor Revised Statutes 
ot relia ary to the iasuins 
vo of solution. 

SOW THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of 

¢ 


New nt na Do Hereby 
id ¢ 












= 
c Sonperaro 
y ee 
my L a 1. Px ted and attested c 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration xecuted by all the stockholders 
thereof ‘onsent and the record 
of ceedings aforesaid are now on file 
i 1 office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
bave hereto set my hand and af 
y official seal, at Trentor 
@ 4.D Bo nine 
and si 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State 
A vo im 4 Sao £ 


STATE 
DEF’ 79 MENT OF 


OF 


NEW JERSE 




















served), 
of Title 
rised Statutes 
the i 


be. 


the Secretary of 
f the State of ee. Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 

















In ¢ TIMONY WHEREOF T 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trent n 
this Thirtiet da if De . 
Sea A.D., one thousand nine bur nD 

and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Rerretaru of State 

- +9 19 291 6 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
PEPARTMBNT OF STATE 








_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
‘ to whom these presents may com- 
It appears to my satisfaction 
thenticated recerd 
the voluntary dissolution ther 
y unanimous coneent of al) the stock 
- lenesited in my office that 
LMAR REALTY CORPORATION 
ot s S e, wh 









ae : Esq 
e “agent t mene and in charge thereof 

__ whom served). base 
molt] with 1 





tes 








THEREFORE. I 
State 


the 
of New Jersey. 
ealtd 


Secretary of 
Do Hereby 





the 








“ o 
, execn ted ll the 
am which aaid nsent and 
“@ proceedings aforesaid are now on 
office ae nrovided hr law 
TESTIMONY WHERFEOF 
h set my hand and ef 
afficia] «onl. at Trenton 
et lay of December 


sand hundred 











reto 





nine 


‘one 
sixty. 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of 


“a 4 Di. 
and 


thon 


PATTEN 
State 


) 291 60 











of 


DAVID 
County of Essex 


H 





NER, Surrogate 
made 
ed, ) 
hereby given 
dereased to exhibit to 
oath or affirmation, their 
® against the estate of said 
tir six months from this date, ther 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
“vering the same against the anhecriher 


of the 
the appl ett on 


day 


of the 
leceased, 
the creditors of 
the auhscriher 
elaims and 
deceared 





ce is to. 












UNITED STATES TRUST COMPANY 
OF NEW YORK 
2MOND & DIPPEL, Attorners 
Broad Street 
park 2 iN. @. 
Jan. 5. 12, 19. 26. Feb. 2 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DE PARTMENT OF STATE 













CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo ali to whom these presents may come 
Greeting 
WHE RE It appears to my satisfaction 
y du.y au ticated record of the proceed 
bugs f th voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the ) of all the stock 
rs that 
IN4 























































































































LEGAL NOTICES 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To alk to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
iugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
OAKWOUD REAL ry JRATION 


co ( 
Rt 















































































} LEGAL NOTICES 
CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT OF | 
ecaeaaiaie TE OF ID a ~ ‘ORATION 















RTIFICATI 
TIRE MEN io) OF a R ‘i a E Rk ED STOCK 
THE EME ww CO.. INC. 
Th vation of the principal office in this 
17 Ac adeuiy Street in the 
County of Essex 
of the agent tl 
upon whom process 
ation may be served is 
UF rORS 


RESOLUTION DIREC 
Soa I t DD s of 





















































































ers l i lz. Jr. rT) i€ meloid 
a being the agent tmerein and in cnar rge ‘thereof, Cs Jersey, on 
rs upon whom process may be served), Bas °! Leger 3 do | 
e complied with the requir Title 14, avis 
Se Corporations, Genera}, Statutes | ‘ rom 
z of New Jersey, preiiminary wo the issuing | * 
7 } RE the ry of | Of this Certificate of Dissolution ! su: 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby |. NUW, THEREFORE, Secretary of | - “e 
eite chat ul tice ait on’ the Btate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ; by 
60. ¢ rtify that the said corporation did, ‘ 
- . zie 2 Twenty-se) nth day of } 
egies As iy tes ted consent my ottice a duly executed and at | 
nis the stockholders | Writimg to the dissviution eal a “cor 
cw } and the record poration, executed by all th stockholders 
¢ :- are pow on file thereof, which said consent and the record 
ae os : ‘rovided by law. of ihe —— aforesaid are now on Mle | ros 
re £O THE OF in my saia ‘fice as provided by law — . ' . 
ave Bs EST " toy ON he ; ee IN TESTIMONY WHEREwvr, 1 . wie wiht - ( HANG] 
red my official seal. at Tre nave nereto set my hand ana af- 5 wee igh 
iirtiet ay of Decemt fixed | sg official seal, at Tr : 
g 4 b thousand tundred | (Seg]) pe D. , riety 
Soe Be *y se dred and sixty 
WARD J. PATTEN, EUWAKD J. PATTEN a 
Secretary of State Secretary State 
2, 19 $21.60 | L.J nm. 6, 12. 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSE 
DEPART c 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICAT 2 
‘PARTMENT OF STATE To ail to whom these gresents may come 
E FICATE OF DISSOLUTION Greeting: 
sli to whom these presenta may come, WHEKLAS, It appears to my satisf faction. ¢ 
; ing by duly authenticated d ) t 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction pgs for the voluntary diss y 1 t 1 f direc s f 
- aut . io! r by the unanimous consent « 
gs for the ¥ holders ip my Where aid vorat has 
STET W EIGHIN rtifleute nd 1 
- j sit a corporation of this State, whose I’ len \ 
is situated at No. 1 I Ih ber ¢ 
Ci of Newark n ¢ Lowne e Preside 
of New Jersey (Jo I x. Shu Ass Secreta 
i ( the agent therein and in ch arge ther eet - 
R Chavkos A. Pr upon wom process may be cerved) . has -\t 
x in charge thereof, complied with the requirements of Title 14 SS Asst. S 
nw t served), has | CoPporations, General, of Revised "Statutes STA nee : ; 
my with the requirements of Title 14 oe Nem Jersey, preliminary to the issuing ; w NEW JERSEY 
rations, General, of Revised Statutes | 2'8 Certificate of Dissolution COUNTY OF ESSEX 
New Jersey preliminary to the {asuiug NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of : She 
s Certificate of Dissolution State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ; : ; 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | Thittisth dup af Doconber, 1000, me mn we Dee “AD. ‘has ee 
Sta te e State of rere re nib tay te , t r I : f 
the tha ONE Gets New Je colores aid Hereby | office a duly executed and attested consent | <!!)scrib versona 
tt corporation on the |in writing to the disselution of said cor- | ;\ t 
mee athice & ani awaat sata consent | Doration. executed by all e stockholders : med in ay rie “ 
adanera ao 2 the “ Ot | thereof, which said consent and the record . ‘ ‘ Ww being m 
Mh . Mies ihe said Car f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file S Peake , “ 
atlo Ii the stockholders | ip my said office as provided by law Phe nd make 
her _W sent and the record IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF. 1 t As Se 
proceedings a foresaid are now on file have herete set m and a the sea 
sal as provided by law fixed my official seal. at ; s the corporate seal o 
IN STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 this Thirtieth day December a, the same b well know: 
ve hereto set hand and af- (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and erst is affixed ler of ! 
ixed my official l, at Trenton eixty. a t William <¢ Lowney is 
: t th day of December EDWARD J. PATTEN aia ud corporation; that she 
A.T) e thousand nine Secretary of State a eee 
ati : id siz 1 ix 
WARD J. PATTEN : es 1 de sa tificate 
Secretary of Atate ? \1 F 1 ait | g ‘ 
I 1 « ratio b ts 
- —$_——_—____ — t Board 
wo-t 
T Ms i tok 
1 3 ‘ 
Ww Ss g 
( S 
wy , I 
* ‘A & 
ee 2 2 
y the Secretary of - < , a7 ] OF . 
f ersey, Do Hereby I Ol ) TIO 
¢ did. on the 3 ‘ " é t " me 
my ” - HEI 3. ] “ 
¢ : Ms , a 
8 STEPH RVIS & CO 
"WHEREOF State, who 
. r hand and af 27 : 14 1 Plaz 
wad wf ic et Trenton | eS OY . ] Orange ( 
Decer ( > J ‘ Ste ¢ J 
Sea t ni h g t g ‘ 
» J. PATTEN 7 ( : f Title 14 
> f State. . i St 
‘ Jerse 
————_—_—_— 0 PHERE! Teanes ; 
—_ S S 5 es J lo 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY z t t t did. on t 
DE PARTME NT OF STATE > , 960, 1 
TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ff 1 ‘ 
r 2 to whom these preaents may come 5 j 
AS. It appears to my satisfaction ; at 
ther ated record of the procee< \ Shes 
for voluntary dissolution thereof : 
mous of all the stock MON t ces I 
a sited office that ' 1 
we OF y , ! D 
‘ 4.]) 
} 7 
( t ds I TW Ty pat 
( re P g : 7 
wing gent \ \ SMIT < : 
hereof wh, - ; ‘ 
. mt * ” 49 y 
14 rporat + sed Statutes 
spe 2 the issuing ae OF NEW JERSEY 
tht yd , JEPARTMENT OF 8TATE 
¥ Seere a + - “ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
‘ did. on the To Gall to whom these presenta may come 
erie : Greeting: 
. e WHEREAS. It appeara to my satisfaction 
ed : oy duly authenticated record of the proceed 
2. i ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereo? 
’ hy the nnanimous consent of all the stock 
_ aha g holders, deposited in my office that 
mAb Ae Lie eee CAMNEW, IN¢ 
N TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 s this State, whose principal 
ave . set mv hand and af - ; inge Place 
my ficial «ea at Trenton . . . 
° 5 an aes o: Vinge aA g Jersey f ( v of 
2 4 me thousand nine hundre state f New Jersey (August H. Lz 
and sixty = x « the agent therein and in charee thereof 
ENW ART ‘ a at S iponD whom process may be served) has 
Ye ak — . r mplied with the requirements of Title 14 
ay vee " orporations. General. of Revised Statntea 
ee a f New Jersey. preliminary to the fasuing 
) ( f thia Certificate of Dissolution 
STP nae Co ere NOW. THEREFORE. 1. the Secretary of 
a .F LOUISE HI SiAERIE.  Anscman: State of the State of New Jersny Do Herehy 
OF 1 ISI Ree cst eu ee ( beets that ape he on the 
Surr yf the County of Esser w we my office a “du! y exec ited and afteste< acne 
the application of tb t ‘pn writing to the dissolt lution 7 A aa 
rr of , ——— i} +t senate. executed by all the stockholders 
t edito of q p thereof. which said consent e recor 
the subseribe’ <« f the proceedings aforesaid hms Bin pes fe 
‘their claims an¢ 1 n my sald office aa nrovided hv law 
of said deceased IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
this date, or ther | Ti} have hereto set my hand and af- 
prosecuting 0) | N t fixed my offic’ seal. at Trenton, 
same againa t the anheerihes | N this Twenty hth day of December 
RD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 0 (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sROSS, IR., Esq c. York ¢ sixty. 
t , esion F < M EDWARD J PATTEN. 
Not a nar tg of State. 
19. 28. Feb. 2 Ms eae 5 192.49 9 74.97 | L.J.—Jan. 5, 12, 19 $21.60 





LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
!To all to whom these presents may come, 

| Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

KOTELL, INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 


| office is situated at No. 84 Mapes Avenue. 
}in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Fannie Kaliseh 


| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements ef Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
} of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
['wenty-eighth day of December, 1960. file ip 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


a | 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, execnted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 


‘f the proceedings aforesaid are now on flie 
n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 




































fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-eighth day of Decem 
(Seal) ber, A.D., one thousand nine hun 
dred and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
| ' 5 32 19 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATI OF DISSOLUTION 
to u i se esents may come, 
@rectin 
VHEREAS., 1 wars to my satisfaction 
i the I record of the proceed- 
: th tar dissolution thereof 
by the no nsent of all the stock 
h i i my ffice that 
\ PLASTICS, UNA 
+o State, whose principal 
tlic No. 6th Floor - 500 Broad 
Street ty of Newark, Ape of 
lssex wid ey (John C. Gilfillan 
ss erein and in eharge thereof, 
OSS ay be served). has 
} 1 with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, Ge raul, of Revised Statutes 
Ne J m liminary to the issuing 
t Certitic Dissolution 
n\ PHEREFOR the Secretary o 
St he Sta ‘Jersey, Do Hereby 
( t the ration did. on tl 
Pwe “ d Tene -r. 1960, file i: 
tt la tested consent 
g or of said cor 
> } stockhold 
t} ‘| t and the record 
}of th edings aforesaid es n Ow on file 
| m 1 office as provid 
IN TESTIMONY “WHEREOF I 
uN heret« et m hand and a 
xed My flicial seal, at Trenton 
his Twe eighth day of December, 
(Sea A.D ne thousand nine hundred 
R J PATTEN 
’ Yr of State 
», 12 ’ $21.60 
STAT OF NEW JERSEY 
hl’ INT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| to oe ents may con 
WHEREAS, I my satisfact 
record of the proce 






































1 
” \ 
‘ 
" 
foresaid are rn " rn 
fl > a by law 
IN I STIMONY T 
hav t Y af 
offic ‘ or 
} A.D th 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
if | 5 12 9 $21.40 
. OF 
aT 
(} If a) 
1 t ' ” 
(ire r 
Vil 1etior 
i record t raced 
t 1 ¢ there 
t t 
, me 
AMERICA I 1 
co 
. R xv} iv 
; 140 S ng Stree 
y Co f Ur 
s \ J Ph ( Ost 
+ 1 ir ° 
: } rived 
T+ 
( ( oR . Chath 
( ¢ 
at H the Secreta ‘ 
‘ Jer De FT 
, + 
) her a0. ¢ 
+} old 
. an a) 
? x 
l MONY LEO 
e- © uid ca 
EDWAT D4 
I i 9 60 
hated: Ds #7. 1960 
ESTATI OF JANE G. SWAIN, d “d 
suant to the order f DAVID H. 
WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
bh a made on the applicatic of the 
in i Executor f said leceased 
hereby given to the creditors of 
aa a to exhibit to the subscriber, 
fer oatl r affirmation, their claims and 
mands against the estate of said deceased 
4 six months from this date, or they 
‘ ¢ forever barred from prosecuting or 
r the same against the subscriber 
EVERETT M. SCHERER 
R DANZIG, MARSH & SCHERER 
BR ul Stree 
2 N J 
I - * 19 26. Feb. 2 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF JERSE Y 
DEPARTMEN T ‘OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 

a to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
W Hk REAS, It appe ars to my satisfaction. 
by ly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ing for the voluntary dissolution thereof 





by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 






! lers, deposited in my office that 
OLD MILL BAKERY, LINC. 

i corporation of this State, whose principal 
ft situated at No. 343 Elston Street. in 
« 1 of Bloor 1 yinty of Essex, 

State f New na Mosczyoski 

being t in charge thereof, 
po Whor be served). has 

comp ir ith the irements of Title 14, 

( wrations, Ge tevised Statutes | 

New Jersey to the issuing | of 
this Certificate of dissolution. 


NOW, THI re FORE, I, the Secretary of | 








Stute of the S of New Jersey, Do Herct 
Certify that the said did, on the | 
I‘wenty-seventh day of 1960, file in 
my office a duly execute ttested consent 
n writ ly t the li ol sal d iT 
wration, executed by l tockholders 
thereof which said consent ar a. the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
in m said office as provided by law. | 


to set my hand and af- 
my official seal. at Trenton, 
['wenty-seventh day of Decem- 
A.D. one thousand nine hun 
dred and sixty. 
LKDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State, 
L.J.—Ja 5, 12, 19 $21.60 


here 





TAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned will 
ipply to the Essex County Newark, 
New Jersey, on Thursday, Jan 'y 
for a judgment authorizing them to assume 
the names of Ralph Vine 








PESTIMONY WHEREO! I} 


12, 1961, | 


nt Marr, Doris | 


LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW_JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 





| by duiy authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
MULSADYE CORPORATION 
corporation of this State, whose principal 
ffl e is si ted at No. 52 Amsterdam Street 
n the © Newark, County 
State of ows Cderrsey (Ernest 


being a ayent therein 

















Upon nom = Process 
comp! ied with t 
Cory porati on 








oy, pr 
this Certificate of . 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New J Do Hereby 
tify that the said co m did. on the 
" wenty-seventh day of I ‘r, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 











writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
porats on, e& xecuted by all the stockholders 

| thereof, which consent and the record 
f the proceedir aforesaid are no on file 





in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-seventh day of Decem- 

(Seal) ber, A “e one thousand nine hun- 
dre 1 and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State, 

Fe Dec. 29, Jan. 5, 12 $21.60 








STATE OF NEW JE RSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 





It appears to my satisfaction. 


ubeth Marr, Gary Vincent Marr and | , duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
| =" 


Sharon Ann Marr 
RAFFAELE VINCENZO MARAZZO_ also 
knewn as RALPH VINCENT MARRAZZO, 

LIZABETH MARRAZZO, GARY | 

Tr MARRAZZO and SHARON ANN 

MAR RAZZO, both infants by their parent 
and nat ple guardian RALPH VIN¢ CENT | 
M ARR AZZ 

SHEERAN aaa OSPENSON, Attorneys 

65 Northfield Avennu 

West Orange, New J 

Oe Dec. 15, 22, 29, Jan. 5 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DPEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICAT! OF DISSOLUTION 
m these resents may come, 








ppears to my satisfaction, 
t} 








a vit record of proceed 
gs for e intary dissolution thereof 
ry mous msent of all the stock 
hol s leposited in my office that 
DHOCOR-ALDEKS 
a corporation of this State, whose princinal 
office is situated at No. 100 West 


Street. in the City of Newark, Cour 
sex, State of New Jersey (George 


























“Revised Statutes 
the issuing 


retary of 


Hereby 
} 


STATE OF NEW JERS Y 











EPA ENT OF 8 
IF It OF DISSOI 
s New 
» 
t s 
of N rsey 
of s 
Vow 
r 
ST 
S 5 
sixty 
wa ’ 
STAT ‘ 
IFICA 
y 
= 


J.—Jan. 5. 12. 19 ; $21.60 


poration, executed 



















voluntary dissolution thereof 

mous consent of all the stock- 
holders, det ted in my office that 
NGI L ERI HOMES, INC. 

a corporati on of this State, whose principal 






by the una 





| office is situated at No. 308 Sou th First Ave- 


nue, in the Borough of Highland P- ar k, County 


| of Middlesex, State of New Jersey (Norman 


J. Abrams being the agent therein iri in 


le harge thereof, upon whom process ma, be 
$12 60 | | Serve da), has complied with the reat iirements 
of » 


Ger 





Title 14, Corporations, 
tutes or New = 











NOW THE RE PORE, 
State of the State of w Bhan fig Do Hereby 
Certify that the said cor ation did. on the 
I'wenty-third day of December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the { of said cor- 
1 stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
fre now on file 











the proceedings apes 
in my said office as ided by law. 

IN TE SSTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-third day of December, 








(Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J PATTEN 
Secretaru of State 

LJ I) Jan. 5, 12 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ae OF DI TION 





To whom these presents “may come, 

Grectin 
WHE R i AS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
avers cated record of the proceed- 













thereof 


stock 


fee nat 
CORPORATION 


Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
tion ai d. on ne 


















Dated: DECEMBER 19, 1960 
ESTATE OF DAVID FISCHER, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of i AVID H 
















WIENE Surrogate of the of Essex, 
this day made of the 
undersigned, Adn deceased 





of sé 
un 


notice is hereby given to the cre 
deceased to exhibi 
oath or affirmation. 
against the estate « 
months from t 
barred from 1 
same against the 

ENE JEAN “FISC HER 
SANT'AMBROGIO & ITKIN, Attorneys 
599 Bloor nfiel ld Avenue 

J 





Bloomfield, > J. 
L.J.—Dee. 29. Jan. 5, 12. 19. 26 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





presents may come, 


appears to my satisfaction, 
record of the pr 
y di ssol ution thereof 









—— : STATE OF NEW_JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


STAT 
DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


by duly authentic 


$ Nea ings for _ the 










all the stock- 


nt ] 
that sited in my office that 





State, noes 


















se rved). 






stockholders j 1 


rd 










of t e ‘pr ceed in, £8 
my said office a 
IN = TIMONY 


reto set my hand 














ntl day 
(Seal) 7 7 a thousand 





ne huadred 
E ‘DW ak D J. PATTEN 





WHER EAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
te ed rex ord of the proceed- 
ntar on thereof 





the stock- 


. : NT MORTGAGE & REALTY 
oS INC. COMPANY 

a prin 
Street, 
Essex, 
A. Sosnow 
harge thereof, 











stockholders 
and the record 


led 
WHEREOF, 


an 








‘ ber 
hundred 


STATE OF NEW_JERSEY — 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come 





Greeting Tr 
Ww age It appears to my satisfaction G 
ated record of the proceed W 
tary dissolution theres: / 
I oynsent of all the stock gs 
ers, deposited in my office that t 
THE HUDSON CORPORATION 
cor poration of thi Mes State, whose principe 
si) s situated at No. 14 South Park Stre¢ 
Town of Mon ir, County of er a. 
of New t F Le yonr ue 
> agent ant rge th { i 








fice § ded by = 
IN TESTIMONY “WHERE 
























presents may 





to my sati 















(William J. Perridge 
i in charge thereof, 


ents of t 
Revised Statutes | of 


‘ 2y, Do Herepy 


ation < 
1960, fil e in 
ttested cons 





are now on file 


-PATTEN, 


$21.60 | LJ. Dec. 29, Jan. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
STA He To all to whom these presenta may 
DISSOLU” ION Greeting 











come, WHEREAS, It 





ntary dissolut 
-onsent of 1] 
office that 









Ridgetield, County of 





id in charge 


County m3 Es- , 
may be served). 














ad). has 
Title 14, 






















ate of I 
EFORE, 


State of New 








o the issuing 


¢ 4 the 








Secretary of 







day 
id, on the j C 
ion of said 
ant 
of said cor- 
stockholders 
the record 





zs aforesaid are now 
as provided 














by law. 

Handlecee = fixed my official seal. 

t A \ i: F, this Nineteenth day of December. 
= &al- | (Seal) . D., one thousand nine hundred 
at Trenton, nd sixty. 

f December, E DW ARD J. PATTEN, 

nine hundred Secreta of State 





pears to my satisfaction, 
1 record of the proceed- 
ion thereof 
the stock- 


haan principal 


Ste 
742 Berne n Bonlevard, | 4, Corporation | 


»y (Luke F. Binettt 





lirements of Title : 
Revised Statutes 
the issuing 


he eretary 
Jersey, Do Hereby 
tion did, on 
1960, file 


attested cor 


ssuing of thi 
NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary « 
Ss 





1 ie stockholders 
consent and the record 
y on file 


fice t 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
have hereto set my hand and 
at Trenton. 

















resents may come, 









y office that 

SUPPLY COMP = 
S whose pr 
Ho ”w ard Stre 




















L.J 5. 12 $21 
$21.60 CERTIF meg OF REDUCTION OF 
CAPITAL OF 
FOUR sTAR CANDY CO., INC. 

The location of the principal office 
»TERSEY FOUR STAR CANDY CUO., LNC, is at No. 96 
TATE } Main Street, in the City of Newark, County 

ISSOLUTION of Essex. 
The f the agent therein and 




















upon wh< 





35,000.0 









reduct 





Statutes | 
’ the issuing | 








mber lf 
Gt RIM N 


resident 





lay of Decer 
DANIEL 
I 





Secre tary 


















oft 
have hereto set my hand ar Int 
1 =a at Treats 
id day of Decemlx 
isand hundre 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, cee 
Secretary of State, 
Dec. 29, Jan. 5 $21.6 
STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY aes 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may com 
t appears to my satisfactior To a 
- record of the proces Gre 
ary dissolution there WH 
f 








y IXTY-O? 
AVENTE COMPANY 
of this State, whose princine 
ip rgenline Ave «¢ oor; 
on County 
New Jersey (Edmund 8 : 
the agent therein and reer 
upon whom process may & 

h 














Je 
s Certi ficate of 


he State of New Jersey, Do Heret 
tion did. on tb 
1960, a e 











: i to i 
poration, exec uted l ! ri 
f. whict “an ‘or recor w 

procee are now on fik the 
said office as provided by law. e+ 
“IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


have hereto set my hand and 

my official seal. at_ Trento: 
Twentieth day of Decemb< 
thousand nine hundre 





EDW AR Dy J. PATTEN. 


Secretary of State, 


Dec. 29, Jan. 5, 12 $21 








m process against 
may be served is DANIEL 



















Jan. 5, 12, 19 $28.35 





SHERIFF'S Soper 
SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-238 
SUPERIOR COURT OF EW JERS 











STATE 
DI ISSOLUTION 


CHAN( 
DOCKET 







n 





60-59 Betwee 



























8 may come, 












feet : thence 


December. 
e hundred 


$21.60 


DIVISION, ESSEN COUNTY, 
Ne Tnit 
Y. J 


_ = T I 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, UNION COUNTY, ~ 
POCKET NO. F-916-59 
THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
SARA FREEMAN 7; ait 





ned and require 
isselman, N 
whose adc ires S 


















of Newark of the 


ion of 





t 
tS 
re: 

) 
y 


one of the mor 
a mortgage on 
refore made a de 





rr y 
1960 j rn 
ANT SCOTT 
the Superior C -_ 
So. 12, 2 








a 9. 196 
TE OF ROSE LROLYS KLING: aL 





Pursuant to the order of DAVID £& 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esset 
is day made on the application of 
undersigned. Executor of said decease 


1 writ 
shall expose 
Room B-16 
Tuesday, 
:30 P.M 
tract 


City 


deceased to exhibit to the subecriber 


demands against the estate of said deceas® 
southerly 
itheasterly 
with 
thence 
of Cust 


be forever barred 
recovering the same agai 





sS east 
south 39 degrees 





Da ted: -cembe 


che 
is hereby given to the creditors of sax 
oath or affirmation. their claims aX 


six months from this date, or the? 
from prosecuting “ 
st the sanheacriber 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTIO’ @ 
_F _HINRIC HSEN, Attorne | 















tes west 50 feet; 
( ees 45 min- 

and place) esTaTE OF EDWIN COLES 
Pp a t the r 


premises are known 
ated 









Dated: December 14, 





pee 29. 1960 


D 





the application of the under- 


the creditors of 
the subscriber, 
0 their claims and 
demands against the 


SILVER. Attorney 
2 Branford 3 ag 





ESTATE OF FREDERICK WISNER 
THORNE, deceased. 


bers 
WILLIAM ALLAN CUDLIPP 


WILLIAM ALLAN CUDLIPP, Attorney 
921 Bergen Avenue 
Jersey City. N. J 





29. Jan. 5 L.J.—Dec. 22, 29, Jan. 5. 12, 19 


~lhde 2 N J Pf thie 
L.J.—Dec. 22, 29. ; 5. 22. 36 Now 
edi Rens 
Btte 
Dated: December 8, 19°! H>.._. 






















gainst 
OWARD xs 
BINGE IAM Att yrney 












J 
> 


29, Jan. 5. 12, 19 








Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
BANKS, deceased. | ER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, this 
f DAVID H.|/ day made on the application of the under- 
ogate of the County of Easex, | signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
said deceased.|to exhibit to the subscribers. under oath or 
affirmation. their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
‘rom this date. or they will be forever barred 
estate of said deceased | from prosecuting or recovering the same 
from this date, or they | against eae subecri 
from prosecuting or 
against the subscriber. THE VeTIONAL NEWARK & ‘ESSEX 
ER : BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 


Da 

ESTATE OF MARGARET ROY, decess 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esse 
is day made on the application of 
dersigned. Executor of said deceaset 
notice is hereby given to the ereditors * 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribe. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims s8= 
demands against the estate of said deceé 
within six months from this date. or thé 
be forever barred from prosecuting * 
Tecovering the same against the eubecriin 





THE HO 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
11 Commerce Street 
veers 2. N.J 

.— Dee. 





198 


ted: November 28. 
















OWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTIO’ 












8,15, 22, 29. Jan. 5 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 










OF NEW JERSEY 
RTMENT OF STATE 


these presents may come, | _ H 


It appears to my satisfaction, | iuxs 


cated record of the 
dissolution 

















pen RIFE'S SALE 





DI 


presents 


OF DISSOLUTION | SUPE! 




















to my 
record of the 
dissol 


















-ond day 




























I yneh 
known 







































NEW JE RSEY 
ION 
com 
R appears to my satisfacti 
t ted record of the 
ings for tary dissolution 
t e s consent of all the 
} . fr iv fice that 
HE 1GHTS ROAD CORP 
& i State. whose prir pa 
office situated at No. 29 Porete 
Ber S 
t 
| 
| 
> said ‘corp ra i 
Yecember 1 
December | To all 
Pi 
| by 
1} 
| 








housand nine hundred 





EDWARD J. PATTERN 


Secretary of State 








tte, 20 90. Jen. 6 ‘ene “i 
$2 ke 
, oe ae 
= re a >? thie 
Now 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY State 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE “ortify 
x ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Sixth 
To a ) whom these presents ay come, | my off 
ee n writing 


RF 


Tt 

















pears ¢ 
~d record | 





AS 





} intary dissolution thereof | a¢ 
- eee ae ‘a. uae 
dens my _ office t 
TON can INET COMPANY, INC 
Pp crmrat this State. whose princina 
ae Sco 124-126 Lakeview 
bitantie on, County of Pas 
4 ne - : Sea 
> 
me ] 
. B 
mr’ ¢ 








_WHE EREOF 


TESTIMONY 





EDWARD e 


Secretary 








December & 


MITH dec eased 








ox 
3 29. Jan. 5. 12, 19 ' 


d , OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


whom these preaents may come, 





Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
y authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary disaolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all 





of East Orange, Coun 











al, of Revised Statutes 
pre! itminary to the issuing 





the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
the said corporation did. 





duly erecnted and attested consent 





consent and the record 
proceedings aforeraid are 
office as nrovided by law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF 


o mv sa 


record of t 








ow 


L COMPANY 





h a > t 
thonsand nine hundred 









































































CORP 
whose 
Boulev 


tion 
he stock 


ard 





SOLUTION 
may come, 


satisfaction. 


proceed- 
thereof 


that 


princl 


i by law 
WHEREOF J 


1 Y 
d= nine 


PATT! 





NEW 


Jetween 


nts 


street 


of the 


sale is th 
Hundred 
Cents 
of this sale 
5, 1960 
UFFY, 


Attorney 


HY 


hand 





line 

feet to 
same 
to the 


an 


& udgment 


4 


$21.60 


IE RSEY, 


ESSEX COUNTY, 


Marga ret 


m Howerton and 
als., De 
Mortgaged Premises. 
stated 
shall expose 

toom =B-16 
on 


fendants 


writ of 


Tuesday. 
30 P. M. 
or 


two 





and Hovt 
Morris P 
the line of 
eighty-four 
John Duffy's 
two 





place of 


on a map of the 
deceased, and 
and desig- 


Newark, 





“and Six 


($4,706.21), 


Sheriff. 


$30.24 


y JERSEY 


STATE 


DISSOLT 


TION 


sents may come 


15 oe slew. wad y 
Maplewood 

(Jacob 
in chargé 





County of 


S. Rudd 


thereof 


served) has 


rements of 


Revised 


Se 


- 


the issu 


Title 14 
Statutes 





retary of 


Do Hereby 


id, on the 


r, 1960, file in 





ted consent 
said cor- 
stockholders 


record 


day of December 
msa nd nine 


hundred 


$21.60 


JERSEY 
STATE 


DI SSOLTT 
presents may ‘come 


BALDI. 

WA RNER 

Street 

New Jersey 
26 











$13.23 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
c -ERTIPICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
G) reetin g 
WHDPREA AS, It appears to my 
by duly aut 








ticatel record of 







ng for Vo intary dissol 
by the mus conse t = 
Pane ite » that 


TENMAI ENTERPRISES, Bh os 
of this State, whi 
No. 100 









conse nt and ft 1 
aforesaid are ag od on file 
1 offite as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOP, I 
hav her f 


eto set my hand 





ikcember 


hundres 





| LJ t a) 12 19 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| rye P CRE resents may come 




















Title 14. Corporations, Genera of Revised 
Statut of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
f this tifieate of Diss« slution. 
NOW FORE, I, the Seeretary o 
St New Jersey Do evens 
¢ the rporatior i. on t 
1a mber, 1 file in 
' ind atte naent 
‘ t ution of said cor 
1 the stockholder 
+ } } t recore 
» + > ; g 1 r iid ire r file 
1 ff s provided by law 
IN rESTIMONY WHEREO!I I 
hav hereto set m hand and af 
xed official il t Trenton 
t t of December 
. Al e hundre 
| DW RD J. PATTEN 
‘ etary f State 
I J 5 12 19 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1 l to who , 


nm these resent mau come 
Greeti 


WHEREAS It 





t my 
of 





holders ‘de office that 
CENTRAL “VALLEY REALTY CO 
nwrat this State, whose principa 


301 Main 


1960, 





ested consent 





wT rt 1 Oo sa d cor 
»> all t steckbolders 
the rf, t and the record 
1 prey id 
IN "TESTIS {ONY 
have hereto set 
fixed my official 
this Twenty-second day of December 
s A.D me sand ne tred 


i 5. 12. 19 $21.60 


OF NEW J RSE 

rMENT OF STATI 

‘ATH OF DISSOLT PION 
the e8¢ may come 























= ‘ n 
it No 5 Sto 
T Co 
(Mar 
- t 1 ir 
Lie 1 
Gener 
Ne r < 
t Cont I t 
ow THEREFORI Se t 
S > s of New oo 
‘ aes t , 
hir f Decetr r. 1960 
I i 
4 ‘ ‘ 
t < 
fies neovided. te . 
IN res IMONY WHEREOF 
1 my offic seal, at Trenton, 
sixt 
WAT , 4 ‘\ 


























said 
under 


demands 


within «lx m 


rom this dat e. or thee 





w t rev red from prosecuting or 
re ring the same against the eubseribers 
MARGE MILLER 
CONNIE RAYMOND 

Oris J. MILLER. Atterney 

"84 K r Ave € 

Kear » 

T D 22 29. Jan. 5. 12. 19 
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Schedule of Judge Cafiero 


January 1961 Stated Session | March 
COURT CALENDAR _ _3—Bridgeton — 
Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland a City 
and Salem Counties 24 Bridgeton 
Hon. A. J. Cafiero 30—Cape May C. H. 
Assignment Judge Superior Court | 





Mailing Add og | ie —Salem 
2010 Central Ave., N. Wildwood Si dieideeton 


28—Atlantic City 
Motion Days as to Counties 
| Atlantic—January 20, February 10, 
March 10, April 28 
Cape May—January 27, February 
24, March 30 
Cumberland—January 13, Febru- 
ary 3, March 3 & 24, April 21 
Salem—January 4, February 17, 
March 17, April 14 


Daily Court Schedule 
January 
3- 4—Opening Court 
- 6—Atlantic City 
9-12—Atlantic City 
16-19—Atlantic City 
23-26—Cape May C. H. 
30-2/2—Cape May C. H. 
February 
6- 9—Atlantic City 














14-16—Atlantic City 

20-23—Cape May C. H. 

27-3/2—Cape May C. H. 
March 

6- 9—Atlantic City 


LEGAL NOTICE 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come 
. $ Star Greeting 
13-16—Atlantic City WHLEEAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
20-23—Bridgeton by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
for the voluntary dissolution thereot 


27-29—Bridgeton by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
deposited in my office that 










31-4/7—Easter Recess - FROST... IN¢ 
i of this State, whose principal 
April ol tuated at No. 559-561 ‘Bloomfield 
$ 4 he of mite Co of 
10-13—Atlantic City on hte Aang age a 
17-20—Atlantic City being Cie axeul therelp ang ip charge thereof. 
on whom process may be served). has 






24-27—-Atlantic City | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
4—Salem (2 p.m.) | Certity that the sald corporation did. on the 
Mr of 
| my 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


¢ orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
Motions and P.W. Pretrials of New Jersey. preliminary to the ‘ssuing 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

January | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
P ® eth iv December 1960 file in 

6—Atlantic City lee a du ly executed and attested consent 
13—Bridgeton | poration, executed by all the stockholders 


20-—-Atlantic City thereof, which aid consent and the record 
7 x ‘ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
27—Cape May C. H. {i'n ay said office as provided by law 
P= IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
February have mr eta my band and af 
: x my al al. at Trenton 
3—Bridgeton this. Thirtieth day of December 
10—Atlantic City Seal 4.1) ne " thousand nine hundred 
| and sixty 
17—Salem EDWARD J. PATTEN 


| Secretary of State. 


24—Cape May C. H. "y re 19 £91.60 











M : The Approved, Compact All-State 


TTT 


Self-Contained 


COMPLETE 1 BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 


including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 


































3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


$15.00 








aaa 
* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


New ond already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Beca All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% ith the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


se of its compact format, 





less 





Write or phone for all necessary data. 


(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. 








Post Office Approves 
Use of Law Day USA 
Mail Cancellations 
Chicago The U. S. Post 


Office Department has again 
authorized the use by first and 


second class post offices of stamp | 


cancellations calling public at- 
tention to Law Day USA, next 
May 1. Next year’s observance 
will mark the nation’s fourth 
annual celebration of Law Day 
USA, first established by presi- 
dential proclamation in 1958. 

In a letter addressed to the 
American Bar Association, Edwin 
A. Riley, Director of the Postal 
Service Division of the U. S. Post 
Office Department, stated: 

(1) Approval for use of the 
special cancellation applies not 


only to 1961, but to each suc-| 


ceeding year LAW DAY is ob-| 


served. 

(2) State and local bar assoc- 
iations who made application 
in 1960 need not make any fur- 
ther application to their local 


postmaster at the post office | « r 


where the cancellation is to be 
used. 

(3) There has been no change | 
in the estimated cost ($36 to| 
$60) of the speciai cancellation 


die hubs. This cost must be paid | 


by sponsoring local bar associa- 
tions. 


The Post Office Department has | 
authorized use of the following | - 
“LAW | | 


| a 


| 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 





ATTORNE X - er YEARS GENERAL ANI 












y trial 2x peri seeks ssociati th 
New Jersey Law Journal ks association wit 
> pr or small firm in Burling. a 
CLA —— | icester County. Bort or as 
240 Mulberry St., haring arrangement expected. CLA 555 VO. 
Newark 1, N. J. | ATTORNEY, : TITLE, MORI. = 
gage and - one ence, seeKs posi 
tion with fut 








ASSOCIATION WANTED 








37, SEEKS | 








SOLO PRAOTITIONER, AGE able 
to merge his practice with older estab- pa i « 
lished lawyer ir Hunterdon-Somerset | basis. SW 
for mutual benefit of resulting 2-man — 
Heavy trial ar ud appellate experience. FOR SALE 
LA 545 












































































































EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY FoR SALE — COMPLETE AND mt ey le 

late set Atlantic Digest, call WHitne 
ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY ss te 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 3 ; 
and trial experience. Give detailed resume atc: a pag p 
and salary requirement. OLA 292. . Metal cabi é rs 

PEEL, RE war IT asa 5 . 4 walnut secti 
ATTORNEY WITH EXPERIENCE IN OF- rles Becker, 114-116 Marke ; 

tice review, file preparation and trial of al 
negligence matters in Passaic County area. —- =: Ss 
Please forward confidential reply. CLA 548. | COMPLETE SET we OORPt: a 

— E COMPANY DESIRES SERVICES OF | é cd 
oung attorney fulltime, submit resume of . Bs 
ext erie: ace and salary desi red. CLA 547. omplet te Wigmor bs 
mere BER nk eat eee lent conditioz y 
NORTH JERSEY FIRM | SE iri 387 Plymouth Ra He 
at trial experience. it on, N. J. Murdock’ 8-5341 e 
op 1 ty for apa 1cement and partr 1e matin of 
es ion —_ INFORMATION WANTED se 
ATTORNEY: EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY f 
advancement, er neral and trial experi-| WILL THE ATTORNEY WHO DREW THE 0 
resul and salary re- | L “ae Will and Te: ‘ ce 

| of 304 Pali sades y. 
————_—__—_—_—_—— ————- ft. : ies Ww 
TO HANDLE CC YLLECTIONS | with Peer y z= 

work in connection therewith | Jersey Stre J. ‘EL 2-4142 ily 
fice. State qualifications and oan 
CLA 554. INFORMATION WANTED AS TO THE in 
— whereabouts of William Johnson and Hilda co. 
EF IR M E NG AGE 2D IN’ GENE RAL | C. Johns formerly of 500 North 9th 8t 
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DAY USA, FREEDOM UNDER | rene 3g 
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fi | ATTORNEY, 12 YEARS GENERAL AND | | ORange 30122 
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7 2 . . | cate) ember >} sar requiring | plied. Low f Excellent f neces. Ted la 
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Washington for approval. This sa a these presents may come | 7.8773. Res. Tel. Newark. N.J. HU 3-2014 ae 
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the event has been approved by 
the Post Office Department, since 
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BEFORE sl L1OR COURT JUDG 
} Db KOLOV SKY 
MONDAY, J 
a , & 6, 107, 108) 
26, 0 85, 189, 199 
216, 240, 2 i (456 
163. SUS), 3] 
139. 340. 8 65 
TrUBPSDAY, JANU SRY. 10 
132 166, 2US, 28 1 54. me 
428, 483, 498, 499 56 964 
WEDNESDAY JANUA 
181 » 2 289 } 314, 319, 
7s », 43¢ #40, 739) 477, 
H 1 ANUARY 12 
140 wot 25 258, 2%2 > ) 42 
RIDAY TANT iY , 
W K ly M s 
= = 
U.S. District Court 
Pretrials 
Ss i L N . I s Cour 
iad st ding ton. N.J 
“MOND A} NI ARY > , 
A.M 
S 283-58 4 60 
A.M 
( wW5-59 
2 No 
7 NJ (*-5S p= 
z PM 
~ ( a5 
a 
¢ N C-A78-60 NJ 
SDAY ANTARY 31 
A.M 
~ \ ou T { s 
ie 
c-F C-& 60 NJ 
2 Nom 
S NJ ‘ 60 NJ 
. 
Bankruptcies 
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Dated: January 3 96 j i i 
erate OF zoRN A KR UOnEEA Choice Suites Available 
— to the order of DAVID H.|) MELMSLEY-SPEAR, INC. AGENT 
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